arXiv:2401.08427v4 [math.MG] 17 Mar 2024

THE GAUSSIAN LOG-MINKOWSKI PROBLEM

JINRONG HU

Abstract. The Gaussian log-Minkowski problem for symmetric convex bodies is solved by a variational argument, without the method of Lagrange multipliers, under the condition that the given measure is not concentrated on any great hypersphere.

1. Introduction

Given a convex body K in R^n , the Gaussian volume γ_n(K) in the Gaussian probability space is defined by γ_n(K) = 1 ( √ 2π)^n ∫ K e^{− |x|} 2 2 dx. Unlike Lebesgue measure, Gaussian volume is neither translation invariant nor homogeneous. Recently, Huang-Xi-Zhao [9] established the variational formula of γ_n(·) as

lim_{t→0} γ_n(K + tL) − γ_n(K) t = ∫ S^{n−1} h_LdS_{γn} (K, ·), here the Gaussian surface measure S_{γn} (K, ·) is defined by

(1.1) S_{γn} (K, η) = 1 ( √ 2π)^n ∫ v^{−1}_K (η) e^{− |x|} 2 2 dH^{n−1}(x) for every Borel subset η ⊂ S^{n−1}.

Huang-Xi-Zhao [9] proposed the Gaussian Minkowski problem: given a finite Borel measure μ, what are the necessary and sufficient conditions on μ so that there exists a convex body K with o ∈ Int(K) such that

(1.2) μ = S_{γn} (K, ·)?

Combining the variational arguments [8, 10] with degree-theoretic method, the authors [9] obtained the existence of weak solution to the (non-normalized) Gaussian Minkowski problem. Subsequently, the development on the Gaussian Minkowski problem flourishes, see e.g., [4, 5, 11, 12, 14].

Now, we concern the Gaussian cone measure, which is defined as following.

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. 52A20, 52A40. Key words and phrases. Gaussian cone measure, log-Minkowski problem.

The research is supported, in part, by the National Science Foundation of China (12171144,12231006). 1

Definition 1.1. Let K be a convex body in R^n . The Gaussian cone measure of K, denoted by G_{γn} (K, η), is given by

(1.3) G_{γn} (K, η) = 1 ( √ 2π)^n ∫ v^{−1}_K (η) x · v_K (x)e^{− |x|} 2 2 dH^{n−1}(x) for each Borel set η ⊂ S^{n−1}.

As shown below, the Gaussian cone measure can be produced by the variational formula of Gaussian volume with respect to L_0 sum (log-Minkowski sum). The Minkowski problem prescribing the Gaussian cone measure is:

The Gaussian log-Minkowski Problem. Given a finite Borel measure μ on S^{n−1}, what are the necessary and sufficient conditions on μ such that there exists a convex body K ⊂ R^n containing the origin satisfying (1.4) G_{γn} (K, ·) = μ?

In this paper, motivated by Böröczky-Lutwak-Yang-Zhang’s beautiful works [1, 2], the even (normalized) Gaussian log-Minkowski problem shall be solved via a variational argument. Our results are as follows:

Theorem 1.2. If μ is an even finite Borel measure on S^{n−1} and not concentrated on any great hypersphere, i.e., satisfies the subspace mass inequality

(1.5) μ(ξ_{n−1} ∩ S^{n−1}) |μ| < 1 for each (n − 1)-dimensional subspace ξ_{n−1} ⊂ R^n . Then there exists an origin-symmetric convex body K ⊂ R^n with satisfying ∫ K e^{− |x|} 2 2 dx < 1 n − 1 ∫ K |x|^2e^{− |x|} 2 2 dx such that μ |μ| = G_{γn} (K, ·) G_{γn} (K, S^{n−1}) . We remark that from some specific examples, as showed in the Appendix, such as for a right cylinder with a large radius but small height, we conclude that the related Gaussian cone measure is concentrated on the one-dimensional space vertical to its bases. So, for the solvability of the Gaussian log-Minkowski problem, there are no subspace restrictions.

2. Preliminaries

In this section, we provide fundamental facts about convex body. Some standard references are recommended, such as books Gardner [7] and Schneider [13]. 2

Denote by R^n the n-dimensional Euclidean space, by o the origin of R^n . The unit ball centered at o in R^n is written by B^n, its boundary by S^{n−1}. ω_n is the n-dimensional volume of B^n. For x, y ∈ R^n , x · y denotes the standard inner product. For x ∈ R^n , denote by |x| = √ x · x the Euclidean norm. Denote 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}), and by C^+_e (S^{n−1}) the set of even functions in C^+(S^{n−1}). A compact convex set of R^n with non-empty interior is called as 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 is denoted by K^n_e .

Given x ∈ R^n , the support function of a compact convex set K with respect to o is defined by h_K (x) = max{x · y : y ∈ K}. For compact convex sets K and L in R^n , any real a_1, a_2 ≥ 0, define the Minkowski combination of a_1K + a_2L in R^n by a_1K + a_2L = {a_1x + a_2y : x ∈ K, y ∈ L}, and its support function is given by h_{a1 K+a2L}(·) = a_1h_K (·) + a_2h_L(·).

The L_0 sum of K, L ∈ K^n_0 for a, b > 0 is defined as (see [6]) a · K +_0 b · L = ⋂ v∈S^{n−1} { x ∈ R^n : x · v ≤ h_K (v)^ah_L(v)^b } . Suppose K contains the origin in its interior. The radial function ρ_K with respect to the origin is defined by ρ_K (x) = max{λ : λx ∈ K}, x ∈ R^n \{0}. The map v_K : ∂K → S^{n−1} denotes the Gauss map of ∂K that takes x ∈ ∂K to its unique outer unit normal. So, the map v_K is almost everywhere defined on ∂K.

The Hausdorff metric D(K, L) between two compact convex sets K and L in R^n , is expressed as D(K, L) = max{|h_K (v) − h_L(v)| : v ∈ S^{n−1}}. Let K_j be a sequence of compact convex set in R^n , for a compact convex set K_0 in R^n , if D(K_j , K_0) → 0, then K_j converges to K_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}}. 3

Given those u ∈ S^{n−1} such that v_K is well defined at ρ_K (u)(u) ∈ ∂K, define the radial Gauss map α_K (u) as v_K (ρ_K (u)u).

Let η ⊂ S^{n−1} be a Borel set. The reverse radial Gauss image of K, denoted by α^∗_K (η), is defined as the set comprising all radial directions. These directions correspond to boundary points having at least one outer unit normal in η, i.e., α^∗_K (η) = {u ∈ S^{n−1} : ρ_K (u)u · v = h_K (v) for some v ∈ η}.

3. Gaussian cone measure and the associated minimization problem The aim of this section is to introduce the Gaussian cone measure and its associated optimization problem.

3.1. Gaussian cone measure.

Using Lemma 2.8, Lemma 4.1, Lemma 4.3 in [10], we first get the following lemma. Lemma 3.1. Let K ∈ K^n_0 and f ∈ C(S^{n−1}). Suppose δ > 0 is sufficiently small so that for each t ∈ (−δ, δ), we have log h_t = log h_K + tf + o(t, ·), on S^{n−1}, where o(t, ·)/t → 0 uniformly on S^{n−1} as t → 0. Then, lim_{t→0} ρ_{[ht]}(u) − ρ_K (u) t = f(α_K (u))ρ_K (u) for almost all u ∈ S^{n−1} with respect to spherical Lebesgue measure. Moreover, there exists M > 0 such that |ρ_{[ht]}(u) − ρ_K (u)| ≤ M|t|, for all u ∈ S^{n−1} and t ∈ (−δ, δ).

The variational formula of Gaussian volume under L_0 sum leads to the emergence of the the Gaussian cone measure.

Theorem 3.2. Let K ∈ K^n_0 and f ∈ C(S^{n−1}). Then, lim_{t→0} γ_n([h_t]) − γ_n(K) t = ∫ S^{n−1} fdG_{γn} (K). Proof. Using the polar coordinate, we obtain γ_n([h_t]) = 1 ( √ 2π)^n ∫ S^{n−1} ∫_{ρ[ht](u)} 0 e^{− r22} r^{n−1}drdu. Since K ∈ K^n_0 and f ∈ C(S^{n−1}), as t closes to 0, there exists M_1 > 0 such that [h_t] ⊂ M_1B^n. Set F (s) = ∫_s 0 e^{− r2}2 r^{n−1}dr. Applying mean value theorem and Lemma 3.1, we get |F (ρ_{[ht]}(u)) − F (ρ_K (u))| ≤ |F^′ (θ)||ρ_{[ht]}(u) − ρ_K (u)| ≤ M|F^′ (θ)||t|, 4

where M is given by lemma 3.1, and θ is between ρ_{[ht]}(u) and ρ_K (u). Due to [h_t] ⊂ M_1B^n, we know that θ ∈ (0, M_1). Thus, from the definition of F , we conclude that |F^′ (θ)| is bounded from above by some constants that depend on M_1. Therefore, there exists M_2 > 0 such that |F (ρ_{[ht]}(u)) − F (ρ_K (u))| ≤ M_2|t|. In conjunction with the dominated convergence theorem, and again by employing Lemma 3.1, we get

lim_{t→0} γ_n([h_t]) − γ_n(K) t = 1 ( √ 2π)^n ∫ S^{n−1} f(α_K (u))h_K (α_K (u))e^{− ρ} 2 K (u) 2 ρ_K (u)^n h_K (α_K (u)) du = 1 ( √ 2π)^n ∫ ∂K f(v_K (x))h_K (v_K (x))e^{− |x|} 2 2 dH^{n−1}(x) = ∫ S^{n−1} fdG_{γn} (K). (3.1)

□ Now, we reveal the following facts.

Lemma 3.3. Let K ∈ K^n_0 , then G_{γn} (K, S^{n−1}) = nγ_n(K) − 1 ( √ 2π)^n ∫ K |x|^2e^{− |x|} 2 2 dx. Proof. By [9, Theorem 3.3], we know that for each t ∈ (−δ, δ) with sufficiently small δ > 0,

(3.2) lim_{t→0} γ_n([h_K + tf]) − γ_n(K) t = ∫ S^{n−1} fdS_{γn,K} . Let f = h_K in (3.2), we get

(3.3) lim_{t→0} γ_n((1 + t)K) − γ_n(K) t = ∫ S^{n−1} dG_{γn} (K, ·). On the other hand, by a direct calculation,

lim_{t→0} γ_n((1 + t)K) − γ_n(K) t = 1 ( √ 2π)^n lim_{t→0} ∫ K (1 + t)^ne^{− (1+t)} 2|x|2 2 dx − ∫ K e^{− |x|} 2 2 dx t = 1 ( √ 2π)^n lim_{t→0} ∫ K e^{− (1+t)2|x|2}2 dx((1 + t)^n − 1) + [ ∫ K e^{− (1+t)2|x|2}2 dx − ∫ K e^{− |x|2}2 dx] t = 1 ( √ 2π)^n ( n ∫ K e^{− |x|} 2 2 dx − ∫ K |x|^2e^{− |x|} 2 2 dx )

= nγ_n(K) − 1 ( √ 2π)^n ∫ K |x|^2e^{− |x|} 2 2 dx.

(3.4)

Then, by (3.3) and (3.4), one see that the desire result is satisfied. □ 5

Lemma 3.4. Let K ∈ K^n_0 , then

(3.5) ∫ K |x|^2e^{− |x|} 2 2 dx = n ∫ K e^{− |x|} 2 2 dx − ∫ S^{n−1} ρ^n_K (u)e^{− ρ} 2 K 2 du. Proof. Using polar coordinates and integral by part, we have ∫ K |x|^2e^{− |x|} 2 2 dx = ∫ S^{n−1} ∫_{ρK (u)} 0 r^{n+1}e^{− r22} drdu = ∫ S^{n−1} [ −r^ne^{− r22} | |^{ρK (u)} 0 + ∫_{ρK (u)} 0 e^{− r22} nr^{n−1} ] drdu

= n ∫ S^{n−1} ∫_{ρK (u)} 0 e^{− r22} r^{n−1}drdu − ∫ S^{n−1} ρ^n_K (u)e^{− ρ} 2 K (u) 2 du = n ∫ K e^{− |x|} 2 2 dx − ∫ S^{n−1} ρ^n_K (u)e^{− ρ} 2 K (u) 2 du □ Lemma 3.5. There exists K ∈ K^n_0 such that ∫ K e^{− |x|} 2 2 dx < 1 n − 1 ∫ K |x|^2e^{− |x|} 2 2 dx. Proof. By lemma 3.4, we only prove that there exists K ∈ K^n_0 such that ∫ K e^{− |x|} 2 2 dx > ∫ S^{n−1} ρ^n_K (u)e^{− ρ} 2 K 2 du, namely, to verify ∫ S^{n−1} (∫_{ρK (u)} 0 e^{− r22} r^{n−1}dr − ρ^n_K (u)e^{− ρ} 2 K 2 ) du > 0. Let ~F (s) = ∫_s 0 e^{− r22} r^{n−1}dr − s^ne^{− s22} . Clearly, lim_{s→0+} ~F (s) = 0, lim_{s→∞} ~F (s) = ( √ 2π)^n/(nω_n). Since ~F (s) is continuous with respect to s, monotonically decreasing on (0, √ n − 1], and increasing on ( √ n − 1, ∞), by applying Maple, we conclude that there exists a suitable positive s_0 such that ~F (s_0) > 0.

Therefore, the proof is completed. □

Using lemma 3.3, the following lemma follows. 6

Lemma 3.6. Let K ∈ K^n_0 , assume that (3.6) ∫ K e^{− |x|} 2 2 dx < 1 n − 1 ∫ K |x|^2e^{− |x|} 2 2 dx. Then γ_n(K) > G_{γn} (K, S^{n−1}). Based on the aforementioned variational formula (3.1), we formulate the subsequent optimization problem.

3.2. The optimization problem.

Given a finite Borel measure μ on S^{n−1}, for a positive constant β > 0, we define the function I_μ : C^+(S^{n−1}) → R by (3.7) I_μ(h) = Φ_μ(h) + β log γ_n([h]), where Φ_μ : C^+(S^{n−1}) → R is given by (3.8) Φ_μ(h) = − 1 |μ| ∫ S^{n−1} log h(v)dμ(v). If the above function Φ_μ is restricted to the support function of a convex body in K^n_0 , then I_μ can be expressed as a function on K^n_0 , I_μ : K^n_0 → R, which is given by (3.9) I_μ(K) = Φ_μ(K) + β log γ_n(K), where Φ_μ : K^n_0 → R is defined as (3.10) Φ_μ(K) := − 1 |μ| ∫ S^{n−1} log h_K (v)dμ(v). Clearly, I_μ(K) = I_μ(h_K ).

We are in a position to reveal the equivalence of two extreme problems associated with I_μ(h) and I_μ(K) as follows.

Lemma 3.7. Suppose μ is an even finite Borel measure on S^{n−1}. If there exists K_0 ∈ K^n_e such that I_μ(K_0) = sup{I_μ(K) : K ∈ K^n_e }, then (3.11) I_μ(h_{K0} ) = sup{I_μ(h) : h ∈ C^+_e (S^{n−1})}. 7

Proof. Let h ∈ C^+_e (S^{n−1}), define the Wulff shape as

[h] = ⋂ v∈S^{n−1} {x ∈ R^n : x · v ≤ h(v)}, clearly, [h] ∈ K^n_e . Since h_{[h]} ≤ h and [h_{[h]}] = [h] , by the definition of Φ_μ, we have

Φ_μ(h_{[h]}) = Φ_μ([h]) ≥ Φ_μ(h),

which yields I_μ([h]) = Φ_μ([h]) + β log γ_n([h]) ≥ Φ_μ(h) + β log γ_n([h]) = I_μ(h). Hence, I_μ(h_{K0} ) ≥ I_μ(h) for all h ∈ C^+_e (S^{n−1}), the proof is completed. □ The next lemma implies that a solution to above extreme problem is a solution to the even Gaussian log-Minkowski problem.

Lemma 3.8. Suppose μ is an even finite Borel measure on S^{n−1}. If there exists K_0 ∈ K^n_e such that

(3.12) I_μ(K_0) = sup{I_μ(K) : K ∈ K^n_e }.

Then μ |μ| = G_{γn} (K_0, ·) G_{γn} (K_0, S^{n−1}) . Proof. With the aid of lemma 3.7 and (3.12), we know that

(3.13) I_μ(K_0) = sup{I_μ(h) : h ∈ C^+_e (S^{n−1})}.

Suppose g ∈ C(S^{n−1}) is an even function, and for sufficiently small |t| > 0, set h_t = h_{K0} e^{tg}. Define the Wulff shape of K_t by K_t = {x ∈ R^n : x · v ≤ h_t(v) for all v ∈ S^{n−1}}. Observe that the function h_t is even, positive and continuous on S^{n−1}, so K_t ∈ K^n_e . In view of the fact that h_{K0} is a maximizer of (3.13), we have d dt | | | t=0 I_μ(h_t) = 0,

which implies that

(3.14) β d dt log γ_n(K_t) | | | |_{t=0} − d dt ( 1 |μ| ∫ S^{n−1} log h_tdμ ) | | | |_{t=0} = 0. 8

Recall that Theorem 3.2, it tells us that t → γ_n(K_t) is differentiable at t = 0, and

(3.15) d dt γ_n(K_t) | | | t=0 = ∫ S^{n−1} g(v)dG_{γn} (K_0, v) Apply (3.15) into (3.14), we have

(3.16) 1 |μ| ∫ S^{n−1} g(v)dμ(v) = β γ_n(K_0) ∫ S^{n−1} g(v)dG_{γn} (K_0, v). By the arbitrariness of g, there is

(3.17) μ |μ| = β γ_n(K_0) G_{γn} (K_0, ·). Let g = 1 in (3.16), we get β = γ_n(K_0) G_{γn} (K_0, S^{n−1}) . Then, μ |μ| = G_{γn} (K_0, ·) G_{γn} (K_0, S^{n−1}) . Hence, the proof of lemma 3.8 is completed. □

4. The estimates

This section is dedicated to providing the estimations for the entropy function Φ_μ and Gaussian volume γ_n, which play an important role in solving the Gaussian log-Minkowski problem. We first get the following result.

4.1. Estimates for the entropy function Φ_μ.

Let μ be an even finite Borel measure μ on S^{n−1}, recall that the entropy function Φ_μ is showed as Φ_μ(K) = − 1 |μ| ∫ S^{n−1} log h_K dμ, and that the measure μ satisfies the subspace mass inequality

(4.1) μ(ξ_i ∩ S^{n−1}) |μ| < 1 for each i-dimensional subspace ξ_i ⊂ R^n and each i = 1, . . . , n − 1.

We will estimate the function Φ_μ under the assumption that μ satisfies the subspace mass inequality (4.1). The key is to use an appropriate spherical partition. The general argument was introduced by [2].

Let {e_1, . . . , e_n} be an orthonormal basis in R^n . For each δ ∈ (0,^{1√}_n ), define the partition {K_{1,δ}, . . . , K_{n,δ}} of S^{n−1}, with respect to e_1, . . . , e_n by (4.2) K_{i,δ} = {v ∈ S^{n−1} : |v · e_i| ≥ δ and |v · e_j | < δ for all j > i}, i = 1, . . . , n. 9

Let ξ_i = span{e_1, . . . , e_i}, i = 1, . . . , n, and ξ_0 = {0}. It was shown in [2] that for any non-zero finite measure μ on S^{n−1}, (4.3) lim_{δ→0+} μ(K_{i,δ}) = μ((ξ_i\ξ_{i−1}) ∩ S^{n−1}), and therefore, (4.4) lim_{δ→0+}(μ(K_{1,δ}) + . . . + μ(K_{i,δ})) = μ(ξ_i ∩ S^{n−1}).

The following lemma from [3] shall be needed.

Lemma 4.1. [3, 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.

The following lemma provides the entropy estimate for Φ_μ, which is necessary for tackling the Gaussian log-Minkowski problem.

Lemma 4.2. Let μ be an even finite Borel measure on S^{n−1} satisfying the subspace mass inequality, (4.5) μ(ξ_i ∩ S^{n−1}) |μ| < 1 for each i-dimensional subspace ξ_i ⊂ R^n and each i = 1, . . . , n − 1. Suppose further that (e_{1,l}, . . . , e_{n,l}), where l = 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,l}, . . . , a_{n,l}) is a sequence of n-tuples satisfying 0 < a_{1,l} ≤ a_{2,l} ≤ . . . ≤ a_{n,l}. For each l = 1, 2, . . ., let E_l = { x ∈ R^n : (x · e_{1,l})^2 a^2_{1,l} + . . . + (x · e_{n,l})^2 a^2_{n,l} ≤ 1 } be the ellipsoid generated by the (e_{1,l}, . . . , e_{n,l}) and (a_{1,l}, . . . , a_{n,l}). Then, for a small δ_0 > 0 and t_0 ∈ (0, 1), we have (4.6) Φ_μ(E_l) ≤ − log δ_0 2 − (1 − t_0) log a_{1,l} − t_0 log a_{n,l}.

Proof. For each δ ∈ (0, 1/ √ n), let {K_{1,δ}, . . . , K_{n,δ}} be the partition of S^{n−1} given by (4.2). Let α_{j,δ} = μ(K_{j,δ}) |μ| , for j = 1, . . . , n. Note that α_{1,δ} + . . . + α_{n,δ} = 1. By virtue of (4.4) and (4.5), we have (4.7) lim_{δ→0+}(α_{1,δ} + . . . + α_{i,δ}) = μ(ξ_i ∩ S^{n−1}) |μ| < 1 for i = 1, . . . , n − 1. Since the inequality is strict, we can choose δ_0, t_0 > 0, such that (4.8) α_{1,δ0} + . . . + α_{i,δ0} < 1 − t_0, for all i = 1, . . . , n − 1. Let σ_n = 1, σ_0 = 0 and σ_i = 1 − t_0 for i = 1, . . . , n − 1. Then, we have (4.9) σ_1 − σ_0 = 1 − t_0,

(4.10) σ_i − σ_{i−1} = 0, for i = 2, . . . , n − 1, and (4.11) σ_n − σ_{n−1} = t_0.

On the other hand, since lim_{l→∞} e_{i,l} = e_i for each i = 1, . . . , n, we may choose l_0 > 0, so that |e_{i,l} − e_i| < δ_0/2 for each l > l_0 and each i = 1, . . . , n. Since (e_{1,l}, . . . , e_{n,l}) is orthonormal, by the definition of E_l that ±a_{i,l}e_{i,l} ∈ E_l, for v ∈ K_{i,δ0} , we have (4.12) h_{El} (v) ≥ a_{i,l}|e_{i,l} · v| ≥ a_{i,l}(|v · e_i| − |e_{i,l} − e_i|) ≥ a_{i,l} δ_0 2 . In view of the fact that {K_{i,δ0} }^n_{i=1} is a partition of S^{n−1}. Together with (4.12), for l > l_0, we have Φ_μ(E_l) = − 1 |μ| ∫ S^{n−1} log h_{El} dμ ≤ − n∑ i=1 μ(K_{i,δ0} ) |μ| log ( a_{i,l} δ_0 2 )

= − log δ_0 2 − n∑ i=1 α_{i,δ0} log a_{i,l}. (4.13)

11

Proceeding further, based on our assumption, using lemma 4.1, (4.9), (4.10) and (4.11), for small t_0 > 0, we get

Φ_μ(E_l) ≤ − log δ_0 2 − n∑ i=1 (σ_i − σ_{i−1}) log a_{i,l} ≤ − log δ_0 2 − (1 − t_0) log a_{1,l} − t_0 log a_{n,l}.

Hence, the proof is finished. □

4.2. Estimates for Gaussian volume.

Given a convex body K ∈ K^n_e , we shall use the notions R_K and r_K to represent the outer radius and inner radius of K respectively, i.e., R_K = max{|x| : x ∈ K}, r_K = min{|x| : x ∈ K}. The following lemma provides the estimate for Gaussian volume of K.

Lemma 4.3. Let K ∈ K^n_e , then (4.14) γ_n(K) ≤ 2 √ 2π r_K . Proof. In view of the definition and monotonicity of Gaussian volume, by a direct calculation, we have γ_n(K) = 1 ( √ 2π)^n ∫ K e^{− |x|} 2 2 dx ≤ 1 ( √ 2π)^n ∫_{rK} −r_K dx_1 n∏ i=2 [∫_∞ −∞ e^{− x} 2 i 2 dx_i ]

= 2 √ 2π r_K . (4.15)

□ Denote by E the John ellipsoid of K, E = { x ∈ R^n : (x · e_1)^2 a^2_1 + . . . + (x · e_n)^2 a^2_n ≤ 1 }

with 0 < a_1 ≤ . . . ≤ a_n. Since K is origin-symmetric, by John’s theorem, it tells us that E ⊂ K ⊂ √ nE. Moreover, such ellipsoid satisfies (4.16) √ na_1 ≥ r_K . So, using lemma 4.3 and (4.16), we get

(4.17) γ_n(K) ≤ √ 2 √ nπ a_1. 12

5. Solutions to the Gaussian log-Minkowski problem

In this section, we present the maximization problem as (5.1) sup{I_μ(K) : K ∈ K^n_e }, where I_μ(·) is defined by (3.9). Our first aim is to demonstrate that the maximizer of (5.1) exists.

Lemma 5.1. If μ is an even finite Borel measure on S^{n−1} and satisfies the subspace mass inequality μ(ξ_i ∩ S^{n−1}) |μ| < 1 for each i-dimensional subspace ξ_i ⊂ R^n and each i = 1, . . . , n − 1. For β > 1, then there exists K_0 ∈ K^n_e such that I_μ(K_0) = sup{I_μ(K) : K ∈ K^n_e }.

Proof. Suppose that {K_l} ∈ K^n_e is the maximum sequence of Φ_μ. Suppose further that (e_{1,l}, . . . , e_{n,l}), where l = 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,l}, . . . , a_{n,l}) is a sequence of n-tuples satisfying 0 < a_{1,l} ≤ a_{2,l} ≤ . . . ≤ a_{n,l}. For each l = 1, 2, . . ., let

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

be the ellipsoid generated by the (e_{1,l}, . . . , e_{n,l}) and (a_{1,l}, . . . , a_{n,l}).

By John’s theorem [13], there exists an ellipsoid E_l centered at the origin such that (5.2) E_l ⊂ K_l ⊂ √ nE_l. By lemma 4.2 and (4.17), we have

I_μ(K_l) = β log γ_n(K_l) + Φ_μ(K_l) ≤ β(log √ 2 − log √ nπ) + β log a_{1,l} + Φ_μ(E_l) ≤ β(log √ 2 − log √ nπ) + β log a_{1,l} − log δ_0 2 − (1 − t_0) log a_{1,l} − t_0 log a_{n,l}

= β(log √ 2 − log √ nπ) − log δ_0 2 + log a^{β−(1−t0 )} 1,l a^{t0}_{n,l} ≤ β(log √ 2 − log √ nπ) − log δ_0 2 + log a^{β−1}_{1,l} .

(5.3)

Since K_l is the maximizing sequence for (5.1), and B^n ∈ K^n_e , so we have (5.4) I_μ(K_l) ≥ I_μ(B^n) = β log γ_n(B^n). 13

Due to β > 1, by using (5.3) and (5.4), we obtain (5.5) a_{1,l} ≥ c_0 for a positive constant c_0, independent of l.

On the other hand, choose R_l > 0 and u_l ∈ S^{n−1} such that R_lu_l ∈ K_l and R_l = max_{u∈Sn−1} ρ_{Kl} (u). (5.2) tells us that R_l ≤ √ na_{n,l}. Now, we claim that R_l is a bounded sequence. By taking the contradiction technique, suppose that lim_{l→∞} R_l = ∞, i.e., lim_{l→∞} a_{n,l} = ∞.

So, by (4.6), (5.2) and (5.5), we obtain

I_μ(K_l) ≤ β log γ_n(R_lB^n) + Φ_μ(E_l)

≤ − log δ_0 2 − (1 − t_0) log a_{1,l} − t_0 log a_{n,l} ≤ − log δ_0 2 − (1 − t_0) log c_0 − t_0 log a_{n,l} → −∞, as l → ∞,

(5.6)

which is a contradiction to K_l being a maximizing sequence and (5.4). Therefore, the sequence K_l is uniformly bounded from above by a positive constant. Then, by using the Blaschke selection theorem, K_l has a convergent subsequence, denoted again by K_l, whose limit is called as K. Note that K is an origin-symmetric compact convex set. By (5.5), one see that K is not degenerated. This implies that K ∈ K^n_e . Hence, by the continuity of I_μ, we conclude that K is the maximizer of I_μ(K). The proof is completed. □ Proof of Theorem 1.2. Lemma 5.1 together with lemma 3.5, lemma 3.6 and lemma 3.8 gives a solution to the even Gaussian log-Minkowski problem.

6. Appendix. An example of the subspace mass concentration for the Gaussian cone measure In this Appendix, inspired by Zhao’s work [15], we give an example of subspace mass concentration for the Gaussian cone measure. By definition 1.1, given a convex body K ∈ K^n_0 , the Gaussian cone measure of K can be also defined as (6.1) G_{γn} (K, η) = 1 ( √ 2π)^n ∫ α^∗_K (η) e^{− ρ} 2 K (u) 2 ρ^n_K (u)du for Borel set η ⊂ S^{n−1}.

Let i ∈ {1, . . . , n − 1} and {e_1, . . . , e_n} be an orthonormal basis in R^n . Define T_{a,b} = {x ∈ R^n : x^2_1 + . . . + x^2_i ≤ a^2, and x^2_{i+1} + . . . + x^2_n ≤ b^2}, where x_k = x · e_k and a, b > 0. Let ξ_i = span{e_1, . . . , e_i}. 14

We are in a position to compute the limit of the ratio G_{γn} (T_{a,b}, ξ_i ∩ S^{n−1}) G_{γn} (T_{a,b}, S^{n−1}) as b → ∞, when fix a.

Here write R^n = R^i × R^{n−i} with {e_1, . . . , e_i} ⊂ R^i and {e_{i+1}, . . . , e_n} ⊂ R^{n−i} . For each u ∈ S^{n−1}, consider the general spherical coordinates: u = (u_1 cos ϕ, u_2 sin ϕ), where u_1 ∈ S^{i−1} ⊂ R^i , u_2 ∈ S^{n−i−1} ⊂ R^{n−i} , and 0 ≤ ϕ ≤ π/2. For spherical Lebesgue measure, du = cos^{i−1} ϕ sin^{n−i−1} ϕdϕdu_1du_2. By the definition of radial function, we obtain ρ_{Ta,b} (u) = max{t > 0 : (tu_1 cos ϕ, tu_2 sin ϕ) ∈ T_{a,b}} = max{t > 0 : t^2 cos^2 ϕ ≤ a^2, t^2 sin^2 ϕ ≤ b^2} = min { a cos ϕ , b sin ϕ } . (6.2)

Now, we shall verify the following fact:

(6.3) u ∈ α^∗_{Ta,b} (ξ_i ∩ S^{n−1}) if and only if ρ_{Ta,b} (u) = a cos ϕ . First prove “ if ”part. Suppose u ∈ α^∗_{Ta,b} (ξ_i ∩ S^{n−1}), then there exists v ∈ ξ_i ∩ S^{n−1} with u · v > 0 such that (6.4) ρ_{Ta,b} (u)u · v = h_{Ta,b} (v). Since v ∈ ξ_i ∩ S^{n−1}, by the definition of support function and the choice of T_{a,b}, there is h_{Ta,b} (v) = a. At the same time, by (6.2), u · v > 0, and v ∈ ξ_i, we have ρ_{Ta,b} (u)u · v ≤ a cos ϕ

(u_1 cos ϕ, u_2 sin ϕ) · v = au_1 · v.

This implies that u_1 · v ≥ 1. It follows that u_1 = v, thus we obtain ρ_{Ta,b} (u) = h_{Ta,b} (v) u · v = a (u_1 cos ϕ, u_2 sin ϕ) · v = a cos ϕ . Now, we show “ only if ” part. Assume ρ_{Ta,b} (u) =^a_{cos ϕ} . Write u = (u_1 cos ϕ, u_2 sin ϕ). Let v = u_1 ∈ ξ_i ∩ S^{n−1}. So ρ_{Ta,b} (u)u · v = a cos ϕ

(u_1 cos ϕ, u_2 sin ϕ) · u_1 = a = h_{Ta,b} (v). Hence u ∈ α^∗_{Ta,b} (ξ_i ∩ S^{n−1}).

Using (6.2) and (6.3), we get

G_{γn} (T_{a,b}, ξ_i ∩ S^{n−1}) = 1 ( √ 2π)^n ∫ S^{n−i−1} ∫ S^{i−1} ∫_{arctan} b_a 0 e^− ( acos ϕ )2 2 ( a cos ϕ )_n cos^{i−1} ϕ sin^{n−i−1} ϕdϕdu_1du_2

= iω_i(n − i)ω_{n−i} ( √ 2π)^n a^n ∫_{arctan} b_a 0 e^{− a} 2 2 cos2 ϕ cosi−1−n ϕ sinn−i−1 ϕdϕ.

(6.5)

Now, we set s = a tan ϕ. Then

(6.6) cos^2 ϕ = a^2 a^2 + s^2

, sin^2 ϕ = s^2 a^2 + s^2 , dϕ = a a^2 + s^2 ds. Applying (6.6) into (6.5), we get G_{γn} (T_{a,b}, ξ_i ∩ S^{n−1}) = iω_i(n − i)ω_{n−i} ( √ 2π)^n a^n ∫_b 0 e^{− a2+s22} a^{i−n}s^{n−i−1}ds = iω_i(n − i)ω_{n−i} ( √ 2π)^n a^i ∫_b 0 e^{− a2+s22} s^{n−i−1}ds. (6.7)

On the other hand, by (6.2),

G_{γn} (T_{a,b}, S^{n−1}) = 1 ( √ 2π)^n [∫ S^{n−i−1} ∫ S^{i−1} ∫_{arctan} b_a 0 e^− ( acos ϕ )2 2 ( a cos ϕ )_n cos^{i−1} ϕ sin^{n−i−1} ϕdϕdu_1du_2

+ ∫ S^{n−i−1} ∫ S^{i−1} ∫_{π/2} arctan^b_a e^− ( bsin ϕ )2 2 ( b sin ϕ )_n cos^{i−1} ϕ sin^{n−i−1} ϕdϕdu_1du_2 ] .

(6.8)

In which, ∫ S^{n−i−1} ∫ S^{i−1} ∫_{π/2} arctan^b_a e^− ( bsin ϕ )2 2 ( b sin ϕ )_n cos^{i−1} ϕ sin^{n−i−1} ϕdϕdu_1du_2

= iω_i(n − i)ω_{n−i} ∫_{π/2} arctan^b_a e^{− b} 2 2 sin2 ϕ cosi−1 ϕ sin−i−1 ϕbndϕ. (6.9)

Using (6.6), ∫_{π/2} arctan^b_a e^{− b} 2 2 sin2 ϕ cosi−1 ϕ sin−i−1 ϕbndϕ

= ∫_∞ b e^{− (a} 2+s2)b2

2s2 (a^2 + s^2)^{− i−12} a^{i−1}(a^2 + s^2)^{− −i−12} s^{−i−1} a a^2 + s^2 b^nds = a^i ∫_∞ b e^{− (a} 2+s2)b2 2s2 s^{−i−1}b^nds. (6.10)

By means of (6.7), (6.8) and (6.10), we have

G_{γn} (T_{a,b}, S^{n−1}) = 1 ( √ 2π)^n (iω_i(n − i)ω_{n−i})a^i [∫_b 0 e^{− a2+s22} s^{n−i−1}ds + ∫_∞ b e^{− (a} 2+s2)b2 2s2 s^{−i−1}b^nds ] . (6.11)

16

Combining (6.8) and (6.11), we obtain G_{γn} (T_{a,b}, S^{n−1} ∩ ξ_i) G_{γn} (T_{a,b}, S^{n−1}) = ∫_b 0 e^{− a2+s2}2 s^{n−i−1}ds ∫_b 0 e^{− a2+s2}2 s^{n−i−1}ds + ∫_∞ b e^{− (a} 2+s2)b2 2s2 s^{−i−1}b^nds . So, when fix a, as b → ∞, we have lim_{b→∞} G_{γn} (T_{a,b}, S^{n−1} ∩ ξ_i) G_{γn} (T_{a,b}, S^{n−1}) = 1.

References

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

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

Soc. 26 (2013), no. 3, 831–852.

[3] 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.

[4] S. Chen, S. Hu, W. Liu and Y. Zhao., On the planar Gaussian-Minkowski problem, Adv. Math. 435 (2023), part A, Paper No. 109351.

[5] Y. Feng, S. Hu and L. Xu, On the Lp Gaussian Minkowski problem, J. Differential Equations 363 (2023), 350–390.

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

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

[8] C. Haberl, E. Lutwak, D. Yang and G. Zhang, The even Orlicz Minkowski problem, Adv. Math. 224 (2010), no. 6, 2485–2510.

[9] Y. Huang, D. M. Xi and Y. Zhao, The Minkowski problem in Gaussian probability space, Adv. Math.

385 (2021), Paper No. 107769, 36 pp.

[10] Y. Huang, E. Lutwak, D. Yang and G. Zhang, Geometric measures in the dual Brunn-Minkowski theory and their associated Minkowski problems, Acta Math. 216 (2016), no. 2, 325–388.

[11] M. N. Ivaki and E. Milman, Uniqueness of solutions to a class of isotropic curvature problems, Adv.

Math. 435 (2023), part A, Paper No. 109350.

[12] J. Liu, The Lp-Gaussian Minkowski problem, Calc. Var. Partial Differential Equations 61 (2022), no. 1, Paper No. 28, 23 pp.

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

[14] W. Sheng and K. Xue, Flow by Gauss curvature to the Lp-Gaussian Minkowski problem, arXiv:

2212.01822.

[15] Y. Zhao, Existence of solutions to the even dual Minkowski problem, J. Differential Geom. 110 (2018), no. 3, 543–572.

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