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A FLOW METHOD FOR THE DUAL ORLICZ-MINKOWSKI
PROBLEM

YANNAN LIU JIAN LU

ABSTRACT. In this paper the dual Orlicz-Minkowski problem, a generalization of
the L, dual Minkowski problem, is studied. By studying a flow involving the Gauss
curvature and support function, we obtain a new existence result of solutions to
this problem for smooth measures.

1. INTRODUCTION

As important developments of the classical Brunn-Minkowski theory in convex
geometry, the Orlicz-Brunn-Minkowski theory and the dual Orlicz-Brunn-Minkowski
theory are developing rapidly in recent years. They have attracted great attention
from many researchers, see for example [11], 20}, 22] 27, 29, 30, 32, [33, 34, [36, (43, [45)
511, B3 B35, 56l 58] 60, 63, [66] [69] and references therein. In the recent groundbreaking
work [33], Huang, Lutwak, Yang and Zhang introduced dual curvature measures and
found their associated variational formulas for the first time. These new curvature
measures were proved to connect two different known measures, namely cone-volume
measure and Alexandrov integral curvature. Then the dual curvature measures were
extended into the L, case in [57]. The so called L, dual curvature measures partially
unified various measures in the L, Brunn-Minkowski theory and the dual Brunn-
Minkowski theory. Very recently, the L, dual curvature measures were developed to
the Orlicz case |21} 23], which unified more curvature measures and were named dual
Orlicz curvature measures. These curvature measures are of central importance in
the dual Orlicz-Brunn-Minkowski theory, and the corresponding Minkowski problems
are called the dual Orlicz-Minkowski problems.

Let ¢ : (0,+00) — (0,400) and G : R"\0 — (0, +00) be two given continuous
functions. For a convex body K C R"™ with the origin 0 € K, the dual Orlicz
curvature measure of K is defined as

=~ 1 o(hr(ak(u)))G(px(w)u)phk(u)
Coa(K,E) = - /a . e (o () d

u
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for each Borel set E C S™!, where aj; is the reverse radial Gauss image, ay is
the radial Gauss map, hx is the support function and pg is the radial function.
See the next section for more details. For convenience, we here have used a slightly
different notation in the definition of C, (K, -) from that of [21, 23]. The dual Orlicz-
Minkowski problem asks what are the necessary and sufficient conditions for a Borel
measure g on the unit sphere S"~! to be a multiple of the dual Orlicz curvature
measure of a convex body K. Namely, this problem is to find a convex body K C R"
such that

(1) cdé’w,G(K, ) =dp on S

for some positive constant c.

When the Radon-Nikodym derivative of p with respect to the spherical measure on
Sn—1 exists, namely du = % f dx for a non-negative integrable function f, the equation
(@) is reduced into

(2) cp(hg)G(Vhy)det(V2hy + hil) = f on S,

where V is the covariant derivative with respect to an orthonormal frame on S"7!,
I is the unit matrix of order n — 1, and Vhg(z) := Vhg(z) + hg(x)x is the point
on K whose outer unit normal vector is x € S*~!. This is a Monge-Ampere type
equation. When both ¢ and G are constant functions, Eq. (Il) or Eq. (2) is just the
classical Minkowski problem. N

When ¢(s) = s'? and G(y) = |y|?™", the dual Orlicz curvature measure C, (K, )

is reduced into the (p, ¢)-th dual curvature measure 5p7q(K ,-) defined in [57]. Corre-
spondingly, equation () or equation (2] will become into

(3) dC,4(K, ) = dp on S"!
or
(4) hi PV hi |7 det(V2hy + hgI) = f on S*

respectively. Here the constant ¢ can be merged into hx because of the homoge-
neousness of C,,,. Eq. @) or Eq. () is just the L, dual Minkowski problem. Many
important Minkowski type problems are special cases of the L, dual Minkowski
problem. When ¢ = n, Eq. (@) is the L, Minkowski problem, which includes
the logarithmic Minkowski problem (p = 0) and the centroaffine Minkowski prob-
lem (p = —n). The L, Minkowski problem has been extensively studied, see e.g.
[5, 17, 8, 05, 17, 28, 32, 56, B9, 40, A1, 47, 48, 49, 50, 52, 54, 67, 6] and Schnei-
der’s book [B9], and corresponding references therein. When p = 0, Eq. (@) is the
dual Minkowski problem, which was first introduced by [33] and then studied by
6], 141, 291 31, 42| (64, 65]. Note that Eq. (B]) also contains the Alexandrov problem [I]
(p =0 and ¢ = 0), which is the prescribed Alexandrov integral curvature problem.
After the L, dual Minkowski problem was first proposed in [57], several existence
results of solutions were established in [4] 12] B5]. Huang and Zhao [35] proved the

existence of solutions for general measure 1 when p > 0 and ¢ < 0, for even p when
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pq > 0 and p # ¢, and for smooth f when p > ¢q. Chen, Huang and Zhao [12] studied
the smooth case when f is even and pg > 0. Bordczky and Fodor [4] proved the
existence of solutions for general measure ;1 when p > 1 and ¢ > 0. Their existence
results for the non-even case can be stated as the following two theorems. For a
general measure p, we have

Theorem A. (1) [35, Theorem 1.2]. Let p > 0, ¢ < 0, and p be a non-zero finite
Borel measure on S*~*. There exists a convex body K C R"™ containing the origin in
its interior such that Eq. ) holds if and only if  is not concentrated on any closed
hemisphere.

(2) [, Theorem 1.2]. Letp > 1, ¢ > 0, and u be a finite Borel measure on S}
that is not concentrated on any closed hemisphere. Then there exists a convex body
K C R"™ containing the origin such that Eq. (B) holds when p # q or holds up to a
positive constant when p = q.

And for a function f, there is

Theorem B ([35, Theorem 1.5]). Suppose p > q. For any given positive function
f e CuS") with a € (0,1), there exists a unique solution hx € C**(S"™') to Eq.
@). If f is smooth, then the solution is also smooth.

In this paper we mainly consider the existence of solutions to the dual Orlicz-
Minkowski problem. Our purpose is to extend Theorems [Al and [Bl to Eq. () or Eq.
[@). Very recently, Gardner et al. provided a sufficient condition for the existence
of solutions to Eq. (dI), which contained Theorem [Al (1) as a special case, see [21]
Theorem 6.4]. In the sequel [23], they obtained another existence result about Eq.
(@), which contained Theorem [A] (2) as a special case, see [23] Theorem 6.3]. To the
best of our knowledge, there is no other existence result about Eq. (1) or Eq. (2.

In this paper we extend Theorem [Blto the dual Orlicz-Minkowski problem. Namely
we obtain the following

Theorem 1. Suppose a € (0,1), p € C*(0,+0), and G € C*(R"\0). For any given
positive function f € C*(S"™1) satisfying
(5) lim sup [¢(s) 1‘rnax G(y)s" ]

s—4-00 yl=s

< f < liminf[ep(s) min G(y)s" '],

s—0t ly|=s
there exists a solution hx € C**(S" 1) to Eq. @) with ¢ = 1. If ¢, G and f are
smooth, then the solution is also smooth.

One can see that Theorem [ applies to the situation when ¢(s) = s, G(y) =
ly|™ p > ¢, and f > 0, which recovers Theorem [Bl In the dual Orlicz-Minkowski
problem, the constant ¢ in Eq. () or Eq. (2) is not known and can not be set to 1
in general, see [21], 23]. The equation of the Orlicz-Minkowski problem also contains
a constant ¢ which is not equal to 1 in general, see [26], B0l 38]. Note that in our
Theorem [I we can require ¢ = 1 in Eq. (£). This is an advantage of the flow method

used in our proof, compared to the usual variational method.
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Theorem [B] was proved by the continuity method in [35], for which the uniqueness
of solution to Eq. () is crucial. However solutions to the dual Orlicz-Minkowski
problem may be not unique in general. One can easily construct examples when f is
a constant function in Eq. (). We may need to impose strong restrictions on ¢ and
G to obtain the uniqueness, see our discussion Theorem Bl for G(y) = G(|y|) and see
also [23, Theorem 6.5]. Due to the lack of uniqueness of Eq. (2) in Theorem [, the
continuity method is no longer applicable to prove Theorem [l Instead, we use a flow
method involving the Gauss curvature and support function.

Let My be a smooth, closed, uniformly convex hypersurface in Euclidean space
R™ enclosing the origin. Suppose that M, is given by a smooth embedding X, :
S*=t — R". In this paper we study the long-time existence and convergence of a
family of hypersurfaces {M;} given by smooth maps X (-,¢) : S*~! — R" satisfying
the following flow equation:

(©) v v+ X(z,t),

X(z,0) = Xo(x),

where (-,-) is the standard inner product in R", K is the Gauss curvature of the
hypersurface M; at X, and v is the unit outer normal vector of M; at X.

The geometric flow generated by the Gauss curvature was first studied by Firey
[18] to describe the shape of a tumbling stone. Since then, various Gauss curvature
flows have been extensively studied, see e.g. [2, 3] 9] 10, 13| [16] 19, 24 25, 37, 611 62]
and references therein. Our flow (@) is inspired by [46] in which a flow was used to
study the dual Minkowski problem. However flow (@) is more complicated than that
in [46], since it involves two more functions ¢ and G. Note G is a function of X
other than | X |, which needs more efforts to deal with when estimating the principal
curvatures of M;.

In this paper, we obtain the long-time existence and convergence of the flow ().

Theorem 2. Let My be a smooth closed uniformly convex hypersurface in Euclidean
space R™ enclosing the origin. Assume f,p, G are smooth and satisfy the condition
@). Then flow () has a smooth solution M, for all time t > 0, and a subsequence of
M, converges in C* to a positive, smooth, uniformly convex solution to Eq. ([2l) with
c=1.

This paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we give some basic knowledge
about convex bodies and flow (@). In section 3, the long-time existence of flow ([@l)
will be proved. The main difficulties in deriving long-time existence are to obtain
uniform positive upper and lower bounds for support function and principal curva-
tures along the flow. By choosing proper auxiliary functions, the bounds of principal
curvatures are obtained after delicate computations. Then long-time existence follows
by standard arguments. In section 4, by considering a related geometric functional,

which is decreasing along the flow, we can prove that the smooth solution of flow ([
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can converge for a subsequence to a smooth solution of Eq. (2)) with ¢ = 1. This com-
pletes the proof of Theorem 2l Then Theorem [ follows by a simple approximation.
At last, we provide a uniqueness result about (2)) in a special case.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Convex body. Let R" be the n-dimensional Euclidean space, and S"~! be the
unit sphere in R™. Assume M is a smooth closed uniformly convex hypersurface in
R™. Without loss of generality, we may assume that M encloses the origin. The
support function h of M is defined as

- n—1
h(z) = :g/rg;{c(y,x), reS".

And the radial function p of M is given by
pu) :=max{\>0: ue M}, wueS"

We see that p(u)u € M. Denote by vy, the Gauss map of M. Then the radial Gauss
map «yy is defined as

an(u) := var(p(u)u) for u € S"1.
And the reverse radial Gauss map o}, is given by
oy (z) = {ueS" " p(u)u € vy (z)}.

For any Borel set £ C S"~! and any bounded integrable function g : S*! — R, we
have

7 u)du = () h(z)p(ady, (2)) ™" det(V2h + hI)(z) da.
(7) /%(E)gu /Eg< () () placyy (1)) ™ det (V2h + hI)(z)
Note that

plw)u = (Vh)(ay(u)), weS"

Then we easily see that equations (1) and () are equivalent. One can consult [33]
for more details.

2.2. Curvature flow. Suppose that M is parametrized by the inverse Gauss map
X : S"' — M, namely X(z) = v;'(r). The support function h of M can be
computed by

(8) h(z) = (z,X(x)), xzeS"

Here one can see z is the outer normal of M at X (x). Let e;; be the standard metric
of the sphere S"~! and V be the gradient on S*~!. Differentiating (8], we have

Since V,; X (z) is tangent to M at X (z), we have
V.h = (V,x, X(x)).
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It follows that
(9) X(z) = Vh + ha.

By differentiating (&) twice, the second fundamental form A;; of M can be computed
in terms of the support function, see for example [61],

(10) Aij = Vijh + hey;,

where V;; = V,;V; denotes the second order covariant derivative with respect to e;;.
The induced metric matix g;; of M can be derived by Weingarten’s formula,

(11) 6ij = <VZZL',V]1’> = AikAljgkl.

The principal radii of curvature are the eigenvalues of the matrix b;; = A%*g;;.. When
considering a smooth local orthonormal frame on S"~!, by virtue of (I0) and (L),
we have

We will use b to denote the inverse matrix of b;;. The Gauss curvature of X (x) € M
is given by
]C(SL’) = (det (Vljh + héij))_l.

From the evolution equation of X (z,t) in (@], we derive the evolution equation of
the corresponding support function h(z,t):

Oh(z,t) h 1

18 = = R T T o

n—1
BT + h(z,t), xeS" .

A self-similar solution of this flow is just equation (Z2]).
Note that M can be represented by its radial function, namely

M = {p(u)u:ue S}
It is easy to see that the outer normal vector v = x(u) at p(u)u € M is given by

_ plu)u—Vp
vV ?+ |Vl

And the induced metric and the second fundamental form of M can also be computed
according to the radial function, see for example [24].
Denote the radial function of M; by p(u,t). From ([@), v and x are related by

(14) p(u)u = Vh(z) + h(x)x.
Let x = x(u,t), by ([I4]), we have

log p(u,t) =log h(z,t) —logz - u.
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Differentiating the above identity, we have

1 Op(u,t 1 ox(u,t)  Oh(x,t 1 ox(u,t
o(u, 1) pE?t - h(x,t)(Vh' E‘)t L (815 )) T E‘)t )

1 Oh(x,t 1 Ox(u,t

= h(z, 1) 591; L+ U plu ) 5‘91; )

1 Oh(x,t)
h(z,t) Ot
The evolution equation of radial function then follows from (I3)),
Ip(u, 1)

p 1
where KC(u,t) denotes the Gauss curvature at p(u,t)u € M; and f takes value at the
normal vector x(u,t). Here and after, we sometimes also write G(X) = G(p,u) for
convenience.

(15)

3. LONG-TIME EXISTENCE OF THE FLOW

In this section, we will give a priori estimates about support function and obtain
the long-time existence of the flow ().
We begin with the estimate of the upper and lower bounds of h.

Lemma 1. Let h be a smooth solution of (I3)) on S"~' x[0,T), and f,p, G are smooth
functions satisfying (Bl), then

1
C
where C' is a positive constant depending on max h(z,0), éﬂlj} h(z,0), max f(x), glll} f(x),
xG(y)s"'] and liminf[p(s) max G(y)s"].
s s—0t

ly|=s

< hfx,t) < C,

lim sup [¢(s) ma
s—400 lyl=

Proof. Suppose max h(x,t) is attained at 2° € S, then at 2", we have

Vh=0, V?h<0, p=h,

and
V2h +hI < hl.
So at 2,
oh h 1
o~ TR G T m
1 h
= _f(x)G(h, W () "
_ 1 (G(h,u)h"p(h) — f(x))

G (h, u)hn=2p(h) )



Let A = hmsup[go( ):‘al'axG( y)s"']. By @), € = %(éﬂllllf( r) — A) is positive and
s—+00 = "
there exists a positive constant C; > 0 such that

G(h,u)h" Yp(h) < A+ ¢
for h > (. It follows that
G(h,u)h"'p(h) — f(z) < A+ e —min f(z) <0,

Sn— 1
from which we have

oh
E<O

at maximal points. So
h < max{C}, max h(x,0)}.

Similarly, we can estimate éﬂ{ﬂ h(x,t). Suppose ming.—1 h(x,t) is attained at z!,
then at this point,

Vh=0, V?h>0, p=nh,

and
V2h + hI > hl.
And at 21,
oh h 1
1 h
= OG0 am

1

= Gl (Gl W) = S (@)

Let A = lim(i):ilf[go(s) :‘rnlaxG(y)s"_l]. By @), e = (4 — max f(x)) is positive and
S— Yy|=s n—1

there exists some positive constant Cy > 0 such that
G(h,u)h" to(h) > A—¢
for h < Cy. It follows by ([H)
G(h,w)h" " p(h) — f(z) > A — e —max f(z) > 0,

S§n—1

which shows that
oh
— >0
ot~

at minimal points. Hence
h > min{Cs, éngll h(z,0)}.

The proof of the lemma is completed. O



Corollary 1. Let h be a smooth solution of (I3) on S*' x [0,T), and f,¢,G are
smooth functions satisfying ([Bl). Then we have

(16) |Vh(z,t)| < C, V(x,t) € S" x[0,T),
where C' is the same positive constant as in Lemma [

Proof. By (I4)), we know that
min h(z,t) < p(u,t) < maxh(z,t),

sn—1 sn—1
and
p* = h*+|Vh|%.
These facts together with Lemma [I] imply the result. ([l

Next we will establish the uniform upper and lower bounds for the principal cur-
vatures of the flow ([@). We first derive an upper bound for the Gauss curvature. For
convenience, we write

h 1
G(Vh+ ha) p(h)

In this section, we take a local orthonormal frame {e;, -+ ,e,_1} on S"~! such that
the standard metric on S"~! is {d;;}. The local coordinate of a point z in S*~! is
denoted by = = (21, -+ ,2,_1). Double indices always mean to sum from 1 to n — 1.

By Lemma [[land Corollary[I], if & is a smooth solution of (I3) on S"~! x [0, T), and
f,¢, G are smooth functions satisfying (), then along the flow for [0,7), Vh + hx
and h are smooth functions whose ranges are within some bounded domain € 7y and
bounded interval Ijp 7y respectively. Here Qo 1) and Ijo7) depend only on the upper
and lower bounds of h on [0,7).

F = f(x)K(x)

Lemma 2. Let h be a smooth solution of (I3)) on S"~' x [0,T), and f,p, G are smooth
functions satisfying ). Then on S"~1 x [0,T),

Kz, t) < C,

where C'is a positive constant depending on || f||cosn—1), ||<P||01(I[0,T))f HG||01(Q[OVT))
and ||h||cl(§n71X[O7T)).

Proof. Consider the following auxiliary function

Q1) = —

h—EQ

(F_h)7

where ¢ is a positive constant satisfying

g < i h(xz,t).
0 < nin (z,1)
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Recall that F' = %, then by Lemma[Il and Corollary [, the upper bound of

K(x,t) follows from that of Q(x,t). Hence we only need to derive the upper bound
of Q(z,t). First we compute the evolution equation of Q(z,t). Note that

F,—h; F—h
VZQ_ h—€0 B (h—€0)2hi’
V@ = Lzl (Fi — hz’)f;j = hyhi+ (f; —Whij G~ h)hz‘ghj
h — €o (h - 80) (h - 80) (h - 80)

_Fj—hy  (F-Rhy  ViQhy  V;Qh;

h—€0 (h—€0)2 h—E() h—Eo’

and

0Q  F—hy h K >
ot N h—&?o +(h—€0)2_h—80+Q+Q.

The evolution equation of Q(x,t) is given by

Q iy o z :
E Fb VUQ_h_EO(F’t Fb EJ)+Q+Q
Fbhy  V:QFWh;  V;QFbh,
FQF D)t
Now, we need to compute the evolution equation of F'.
_ hf) oK 0 d
"= G+ et o O g G T Ry
— _FBI (B 4 5 =
i+ 0ih)o + Kl D1 @) g (e o))
_ ij L .. -
) y 9 h
i .. —
FO (=F -+ )y = Fo0agh + K@ 0/f0) 3 (ran s matot)
— FbIFy; — Fbb,; + F2b75;, ot
9 By = F6%b; + F26985 + K (e, 0F @) 5 (Gram T harorn))
where we have used the fact
oK y
1 = —Kb”.
(17) b *
Therefore we have
OF ij J 0 "
L ppINT B — — b6, It
gy~ POVl = —Fn = 1)+ F005 + K ) () o (e o)

10



At a spatial maximal point of Q(x,t), if we take an orthonormal frame such that b;;
is diagonal, we have

oQ
ZZF
at b V’MQ
< F,—b'FV,F 2
_h—Eo(t v )+Q+Q+h—€0+ (h—€0)2
_ (=FV"by; + F26" 65 + K(z t)f(a:)g( h ) +Q+ Q7
 h—¢o " " ’ ot G(Vh + hx)e(h)
+
h — €0 h — €0
F? . 1 0 h
— bu 2 t _
h— o Z TR+ K)ot
hE . QF(n—1) QFh .
. 27 . bll
h—&ozb * h—é?o h—EQZ
< F 1 — bu 2
SFQU-5— Z +C1Q + CQ
0 h
t — .
T @O e R T e
From the evolution equation of (@), we have
oG =
— = X
at <VG7 at >
= (VG,—Fv + X)
= -F(VG,v) + (VG, X),
where V is the standard metric on R™.
Now, we have
0 h 1 h oG dp
el —  h - — (2 L2
o G T o) Ggo A T
_ —ht hp 29 p, — _h G
Gy G<p2 G?p Ot
< CQ( — 80)

where ¢’ denotes 9els) , and cis a positive constant depending on |[¢||c1(, Gllera
ds (I0,1) (Q0,1)

and ||h||cl Sn=1x[0,T))-
For a @ large enough, by Lemma [I] and Corollary [I], it is easy to see
1
—K <Q <Gk
Co
11



and
wa (n— 1)K (z)m.

Hence if we take ¢ as a positive constant satisfying €9 < mingn-1, (o 4o00) 2(2, %), then
for @) large,

0
aCf C1Q%(Cy —EOQ” 1) <
Now the upper bound of K(z,t) follows. O

Next we will estimate the lower bound of principal curvatures. It is equivalent to
estimate the upper bound of the eigenvalues of matrix {b;;} w.r.t. {6;;}.

Lemma 3. Let h be a smooth solution of (I3)) on S"~' x[0,T), and f,p, G are smooth

functions satisfying (), then the principal curvature k; fori=1,--- n —1 satisfies
Rj Z Cv
where C is a positive constant depending on || fllc2sn-1), l@llc2o.m) 1Gllezp.r)

and ||hl|crn-1xp0.1))-
Proof. Consider the auxiliary function
w(l’, t) = log )\max(bij) - AlOg h + B|Vh|2a

where A, B are constants to be determined. A, is the maximal eigenvalue of b;;.
For any fixed t, we assume that max w(x,t) is attained at p € S"~1. At p, we take

an orthogonal frame such that b;;(p,t) is diagonal and Ayax(p,t) = b11(p, t).
Now we can write w(z,t) as

w(z,t) = logby — Alog h + B|Vh|?.

First, we compute the evolution equation of w. Note that

moéb” —WEV, log by = b”(a U RBivabn ) + FH (02 (Vb )2,
dlogh .. 1,0h . Fbih?
_uF l :___Fu o 1
> Vi EV,; log h h(at bV ih) + o
vVh? . ) oh,, ) )
I ZZF .. :2 __F 77 .. _2F ZZ
> Vi FV ;| Vh| P > ViV iihi) bh2,
we have
‘?;f Fb"Vw bll(a;1 Fb"Vibi) + Fb' (b)) (Vb1 )
A Oh Fbiip2
F ZZ KA
h(a bViih) = h2
8hk i 177 2

ot
12



Let
hf(x)
G(Vh+ hx)p(h)’

M = log

then
log F' = log IC + M.

Differentiating the above equation, by (I7)) we have

Vel 1 0K g
= — bi M = —bYVb;; + My,
FT Kb, etV 0 = M
and
Vulb Vi FVF y o
;{ - ’“F2 o BN bi; + VBV by Vb + VM.
From the above results and the evolution equation of h, we have
oh y )
=—Fn+h+Fh) b
and
O pyiig by = —Fy + b — FHV b + Fh >ovt
81& il bk — k k kVii k :

= —M,F + hy + Fhy Z bt

On the other hand, from the evolution equation of h, we have

oh
T N F 4 hyy

ot
_ VWFViF
B F
By the Gauss equation, see [61] for details,

Viihi; = Vijhig 4 20phi; — 20i; 0 + Oxiha — by,

+ Fbijvklbij — Fb”b”ka,]Vlb” — FV .M + hy,;.

or
Vklbz'j = Vijbkl + 5k1hij — 5ijhkl + 5kjhil _ 5“}%].‘
Then
% — Fbwvijhkl + 25lebwhij - Fbw(sijhkl + Fblkhil . Fbﬂhkj
Vi FV, F o
N % — Fb"b Vb jVibij — FN . M+ hy.

13



Hence

b - y y
% = Fb9V b5 + 6 F'0 (bij — hdij) — F076;5(byy — hog)
+ Fb*hy — Fbjlhkj + by — hog + (—=F + h)ow
_ @ — Fu"vV by Vibi; — FNV .M
= Fbijvijbkl + 5le(n - 2) - Fbijéijbkl
+ Fb™hy — F' hy; + by
B Vi.FV, I
F

When k=1 =1, we have

9 ) y
8—1151 = Fb"Vii(bn) + F(n —2) — F; b%b11 + by

— FHWIN b,V bi; — FV M.

F2
= — FbIN,(by;)? — F M.

By the above results, we get

ow

F ’ll .
N b"V,w

AF
<OMF(n—2)+1—A—b1FM, + —” . AFZb"
— 2BFh My + 2B|Vh|* + 2BF|Vh[> Y 4" —2BF Y b + ABFh(n — 1)

=" F(n—2) — b" FMyy — 2BFhy My, — (A = 2B|VA|*)F > b

AF
—(A—1-2B|VA]?) —2BF S b +4BFh(n — 1) + T"

If we let A satisfy
A>2B max |Vh]*+1,

Sn=1x[0,T)
then

(?,;’ FHiVaw < 0" F(n — 2) — b FMy, — 2BFhy M,

(18) AFn
— 2BF E by + ABFh(n —1) + ——.
' + (n—1)+ -

i
14



Now, we estimate —b'' My, — 2BFh;, M. Since

hf(z)
M =1
GV + ha)p(h)
=log f(x) + log h(x) — log G(Vh + hx) —log v(h),
then
Je e 1 = ¢’
M==+4+———(VG,VX)— h
Sk e l =
= f + h QOhk G<VG, 6,>bkl.
And
fu  ff hu Y @RI+ ¢ha | (¢)°h3
M=2—_-2r4y - 1
VM TR TR T o T
1 —
+ @(VG €Z> <VG, 6j>b1ib1j — E<V1VG, €i>b12‘
1 —
+ 5<VG, ZL’>b11 — 5<VG, 6i>blli>
where " = a;flg and we have used the Gauss formula on S"~*
Vijilf = —(Sijilf.
From above computations, we obtain
—2Bh My, = —QBhk(fk +—— —(VG ei)bri — w/hk)
f h G
V£lIIVh e

<cB+ QB}E; <VG ek>bkk>

where ¢; is positive constants depending on ||¢[|c1 (1, )5 | fllorsn-1) and [|R]|c1gn-1x(0.7))-
We also have

11 g1l E - f_12 _ h_% _ p'hi | (¢)?hd 1@/ (bu — h) - b —h
b My = —b (f e - + 2 )+0b 7S0 b .
ViVG, e;) —

VG, 61) b11 + VG SL’> G <VG, 6i>b11b11i

1
e &lv &
< b + +b115<<v2c: e1), e1) + G(VG e)b by

< Cgbll + c3 + C4b11 + = <VG €Z>b11b111,

G
where ¢, is positive constant depending on |||l c2(r 1)» | fllc2sn-1) and ||Bf|o1(sn-1xp0,7))

and positive constants c3 and ¢4 depend on [|Gl[c2(oy 1)-
15



From the definition of w,
A
bllvlbll = Vw + ﬁhl — 2Bhyhy,

A
=V,w+ Ehl — 2Bby.hy, + 2Bhhy,

At point p, we have
h. —
—b" My, < 1B + eob™ + e4byy + 5 — Qng(VG, e) bk,

where ¢5 depends on ||Gl|cz2(qy ) and ||f[c1sn-1xp0,1))-
Now, we have proved that

—bHFMH — 2BFhkMk S F(ClB -+ Cgbll + C4bll —+ 05).
Hence, from (&) we have

0 y AF
8—1: — FV'Viw < F(e;B+cob" +cabyi +¢5) —2BF Y by +4BFh(n—1)+ T"
If we take
B > ¢y,
then for b; large enough, there is
ow . AFn
= — FV'Viw < F(e,B + cob'! + ¢5) — BF Z bii +4BFh(n — 1) + ——
<0,
which implies that
ow
— <0.
ot —
Now recalling Lemma [I] and Corollary [I, one can easily see the conclusion of this
lemma holds. U

Now we have proved that the principal curvatures of M; have uniform upper and
lower bounds, this together with Lemma [Tl and Corollary [limplies that the evolution
equation (I3]) is uniformly parabolic on any finite time interval. Thus, the result of
[44] and the standard parabolic theory show that the smooth solution of (I3]) exists
for all time. Namely flow (6) has a long-time solution. And by these estimates
again, a subsequence of M; converges in C'*° to a positive, smooth, uniformly convex
hypersurface M, in R™. Now to complete the proof of Theorem [2] it remains to check
M, satisfies Eq. () with ¢ = 1.

16



4. EXISTENCE OF THE SOLUTIONS TO THE EQUATION
In this section, we first complete the proof of Theorem Bl namely we will prove the
support function h., of M., satisfies the following equation:
(19) det (V2h + hI)G(Vh + hx)p(h) = f(z), xS

To achieve this, we define a functional, which is non-increasing along the flow.
Define

é(r,u):/ G(s,u)s" 'ds,

b
o(t) = / ——ds.
© (s)
It can be checked that flow (@) is the gradient flow of the functional given by
00 = [ G fade— [ Glpuda
Snfl Snfl
Here h and p are the support function and radial function of M respectively.
Now, we show that the functional J(M;) is non-increasing along the flow ({@]).
Lemma 4. The functional J(M,) is non-increasing along the flow ([6l). That is
aJ
— <0
ot —
and the equality holds if and only if M, satisfies the elliptic equation (I9).
Proof. We begin from the equation

oJ / 1 _,0p
- - —d:c— G(p,u)p" 2L du.

Since

then by the fact

we have

o] [ 1) _Clpw ok
E_/Snl(g)(h) K Vot

| Gl S0 Ky,
gn—1

K(z) " e(h) Glp,u)
<0.
The equality holds if and only if
f@) Ka) _
p(h) G(p,u)

17



which is just the equation (I9I). O

From Lemma [I Corollary [l and the definition of J(M,), there exists a positive
constant C' which is independent of ¢, such that

(20) |J(My)| < C, Vt>D0.
By the proof of Lemma M, we have

' G(Xy) f(z) K(z) 2
21 J(My) — J(M;) = dt/ h(xz,t)( —= —1) dux.
( ) ( 0) ( t) /0 Gnt ’C(ZE’) ( )<(P(h) G(Xt) )
Combining ([20) and (21I]), and recalling Lemmas [2 and B] we have that

> flz) K(z) ’
dt/ — —1) do < oc.
/0 snet (w(h) G(Xy) )
This implies that there exists a subsequence of times ¢; — oo such that
fz) K(x) ’
— —1) dz— 0 ast; = oc.
/ (G Y ]

Passing to the limit, we obtain

f) K@) 2
/ (Goaong ~Y) -0

where h is the support function of M., and X., = Vhs. This implies that

@ K@
SD(hOO)G(VhOO) ’

which is just equation (I9). The proof of Theorem Plis now completed.

At the same time, for Theorem [, we have showed that for smooth ¢, G, f, there
exists a smooth solution h to ([9). We now begin to prove Theorem [I] for general
case. Note that

Vo € ST

Lemma 5. For any positive solution h to Eq. ([2)) with ¢ = 1, we have
Ci <h<CyonS

where positive constants Cy and Cy depend only on the bounds of f(z) and
¢(s) maxy—s G(y)s" .

Proof. Assume maxgn—1 h = h(Z) = M. From its equation
©(h)G(Vh)det(V?h + hI) = f on S" !,

we have



which together with the assumption (B implies that M < C for a constant C' de-
pending only on f and ¢(s) max),—; G(y)s"~*. Similarly, considering the minimum
point of A, we obtain the lower bound of h. O

Now by a standard approximation and the regularity theory of Monge-Ampeére
equation, one can easily see Theorem [ holds.

As said in the Introduction, for general ¢ and G, there is no uniqueness for solutions
to Eq. (). We here provide a special uniqueness result to end this paper. A similar
result can be found in [23) Theorem 6.5]. Here we provide a different proof which is
inspired by [17, Proposition 2.1].

Theorem 3. Assume G(y) = G(|y|). If whenever
(22) p(As1)G(As2) < @(s1)G(s2)A "

holds for some positive si, sy and A, there must be X > 1. Then the solution to the
following equation

(23) det (V2h + hI)G(Vh)p(h) = f(z)
1S UNLQUE.

Proof. Let hy and hy be two solutions of (23)), we first want to prove that

(24) maxﬁ <1.
ho

Suppose (24]) is not true, namely max Z—; > 1. We want to derive a contradiction.

Assume 2 attains its maximum at py € S"~. Then hy(po) > ha(po). Let L = log Z—;,

2

then at py,

Vhy Vhs
V] = —1_ =
0=VL=5""7
and
0> V2L
Vi Vi ®@Vh  Vihy N Vhy @ Vhs
Ty h2 hs h3
Vi Vhy
Ty hy

19



By equation (23)), we have at py

. det (V2h2 -+ h2[)G(|Vh2 + hgl")(p(hg
det (V2h1 + hll)G(|Vh1 + h11’|)(p(h1

)

)

hy~tdet (S22 + DG (ha(y /5222 + 1)

! det (G + DG (ha (/522 + 1))
N hy G ha (/IS + 1))¢(h2).
Wy G (TR 2 + 1)) (ha)

Write ha(pg) = dhi(po), and s = hy( Vh—TP +1)(po). Then the above inequality
reads

)

©
o

hs)
hl)

571G (5s)p(he)
GEetn) =

namely
G(65)p(6hy) < G(8)p(hy)d* .

By our assumption ([22), we have 6 > 1. Namely hy(pg) > hi(po). This is a contra-
diction. Thus (24]) holds.
Interchanging hy and hy, (24]) implies

max 2 <1.

ha
Combining it with (24]), we have hy = hy. The proof is completed. O
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