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On the Musielak-Orlicz-Gauss image problem*

Qingzhong Huang, Sudan Xing, Deping Ye and Baocheng Zhu

Abstract

In the present paper we initiate the study of the Musielak-Orlicz-Brunn-Minkowski theory
for convex bodies. In particular, we develop the Musielak-Orlicz-Gauss image problem aiming to
characterize the Musielak-Orlicz-Gauss image measure of convex bodies. For a convex body K,
its Musielak-Orlicz-Gauss image measure, denoted by Cgo (K, -), involves a triple © = (G, ¥, \)
where G and ¥ are two Musielak-Orlicz functions defined on S™~1 x (0, 00) and X is a nonzero
finite Lebesgue measure on the unit sphere S"~1. Such a measure can be produced by a
variational formula of Vg A(K) (the general dual volume of K with respect to A) under the
perturbations of K by the Musielak-Orlicz addition defined via the function ¥. The Musielak-
Orlicz-Gauss image problem contains many intensively studied Minkowski type problems and
the recent Gauss image problem as its special cases. Under the condition that G is decreasing
on its second variable, the existence of solutions to this problem is established.
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1 Introduction

The groundbreaking work [30] by Huang, Lutwak, Yang and Zhang provides an extraordinarily
beautiful connection between the Brunn-Minkowski theory for convex bodies and its dual. Among
the most elegant concepts in [30] are the ¢-th dual curvature measures. These measures not only
give the conceptual dual of the Federer’s curvature measures, but also can be derived from the first
order variation of the gth dual volume under the logarithmic perturbations of given convex bodies.
Let 77 be the set of all convex compact subsets in R™ containing the origin in their interiors. By
the gth dual volume of K € Jif(g), we mean

V) =5 [ s

n

where 0 # ¢ € R, d¢ is the canonical spherical measure on S"~! and pg : S*~! — [0,00) is the
radial function of K. By the logarithmic perturbations of K € ,}if(g), we mean the family of convex
bodies [hy - €] € Ky the Wulff shapes generated by hg - e (see (3.14) for the definition of
the Wulff shape), where ¢ € R is small enough, hx : S"~! — [0,00) is the support function of
K, and g : S" ! — R is a continuous function. Regarding the g-th dual curvature measures is
the remarkable dual Minknowski problem [30]: given a real number q and a nonzero finite Borel
measure (1 defined on S™1, can one find a K € ji/(g‘) so that p = CN’q(K, -), with CN’q(K, -) the q-th
dual curvature measure of K € ,}if(g) ¢ Since its introduction, the dual Minkowski problem has
received a lot of attention, see e.g., [5, 7, 16, 25, 28, 39, 42, 61, 62, 66, 67].
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The dual Minkowski problem has been pushed forward to the L, dual Minkowski problem
[50] by Lutwak, Yang and Zhang and to the general dual Orlicz-Minkowski problem [21, 22] by
Gardner et al. The latter one asks: given two continuous functions G : S"~1 x (0,00) — R and
Y i (0,00) — (0,00), under what conditions on a nonzero finite Borel measure pi defined on S™~!
do there exist a K € ,}if(g) and a constant T € R so that p = Tég,d,(K, -)? Here, 5G,¢(K, -) is the

general dual Orlicz curvature measure for K € ji/(;‘) and can be formulated by: for any Borel set

wC Snh

_ 1 pi(§) G (&, pr (£))
Cou(K,w) = n /a w) WUlhk(ak(§))) “ -y

where ag is the radial Gauss image of K, aj; is the reverse radial Gauss image of K (see Section
2 for detailed information), and Gy is the first order partial derivative of G with respect to its
second variable. Like the ¢-th dual curvature measure, the measure 5G7¢ (K,-) for K € Jif(g) can
be obtained via the first order variation of the general dual volume

Va(K) = - 1G(§7PK(§))d§
in terms of the Orlicz L, addition ¢~ [p(hr)+ep(g)], where ¢ : (0, 00) — R is a strictly monotonic
function whose first order derivative ¢ satisfies 1) (t) = t¢/'(t) for t € (0, 00).

One of the biggest advantages for the general dual Orlicz-Minkowski problem [21, 22] is its power
to integrate various Minkowski type problems into a unified formula. Here we give some special
cases. First of all, if G = t"/n, then the L, and logarithmic Minkowski problems [47, 51, 52]
are related to p(t) = tP for 0 # p € R and ¢(t) = logt, respectively. These problems have
great impact on the development of the L, Brunn-Minkowski theory for convex bodies and have
received immense attention, see [4, 6, 17, 18, 19, 29, 34, 36, 37, 46, 48, 49, 56, 60, 70, 71, 72, 73]
among others. The Orlicz-Minkowski problem [23] is related to the case when G' = t"/n and ¢
is a non-homogeneous function. Solutions to the Orlicz-Minkowski problem can be found in, e.g.,
[2, 9, 26, 35, 40, 45, 57, 58, 59, 63, 64]. When G = t?/n and ¢(t) = tP for 0 # p € R, the general
dual Orlicz-Minkowski problem reduces to the L, dual Minkowski problem [50]; contributions to
this problem can be seen in, e.g., [3, 10, 11, 14, 33, 38, 41, 55]. By letting G(u,t) = logt for all
(u,t) € 871 x (0,00), Va(K) for K € K| reduces to the dual entropy of K in this case one can
get the (L, and Orlicz) Aleksandrov problems [1, 20, 31] (see also [42, 68]). Lastly, the general
dual Orlicz-Minkowski problem also extends the dual Orlicz-Minkowski problems [65, 69] and the
Minkowski problem for Gaussian measures [32]. Solutions to the (general) dual Orlicz-Minkowski
problem by using the techniques from partial differential equations can be found in [12, 13, 44].

In view of formula (1.1), it is the radial Gauss image ax : S*"~! — S"~! (or more precisely,
the reverse radial Gauss image aj;) which plays an essential role to transfer d¢ to ég,¢(K y)-
Considering the importance of the reverse radial Gauss image, a new innovative problem bearing
the flavour of the Minkowski type problems has been proposed in a recent paper [8] by Boroczky
et al. Such an elegant problem was named as the Gauss image problem which asks: under what
conditions on two given spherical Borel measures A and p, does there exist a K & Jif(g) such that
= Aag(-))? (See Problem 2.1 for more general version.) The Gauss image problem involves two
pre-given measures, and this is a major difference from the Minkowski type problems requiring only
one pre-given measure. As mentioned in [8], if dA(§) = d¢, the Gauss image problem reduces to a
Minkowski type problem. We would like to comment that if dA(§) = pa(§) d§ with a continuous
function py : S~ — (0, 00), the Gauss image problem indeed becomes a special case of the general
dual Orlicz-Minkowski problem [21, 22]. However, if the measure A does not have a continuous



density with respect to d€ or even is not absolutely continuous with respect to d¢, then the Gauss
image problem is different from the Minkowski type problems. Under some mild conditions on A
and p, the existence and uniqueness of solutions to the Gauss image problem have been established
in [8]. See [15] for smooth solutions to the Gauss image problem.

The present paper has two major goals. The first one is to provide a unified formulation to
integrate the Minkowski type problems and the Gauss image problem. The second one is to further
push forward these problems to their next generation; this has the potential to initiate a brand-new
theory: the Musielak-Orlicz-Brunn-Minkowski theory for convex bodies. A closer observation on
the Gauss image problem and the general dual Orlicz-Minkowski problem indicates that a triple
© = (G, ¥, \) containing three parameters shall be needed to fulfill these goals. Here G and ¥ are
two Musielak-Orlicz functions defined on S™~! x (0,00) and A is a spherical Lebesgue measure on
S7~1. The function G and the measure A are used to define the general dual volume of K € ,}if(g)
with respect to A, namely,

V) = [ G(&px(€) dNE).
The strictly monotone function W is used to define the addition of functions which produces the
perturbation of convex bodies. In fact, the Ly addition of continuous functions f and g on Q C S"~1
can be formulated by

W(E, f(§)) = V(& f(§)) +eg(§), €€, (1.2)

where € € R is small enough and f is strictly positive.

In Section 3, we will define the Musielak-Orlicz-Gauss image measure and proves a variational
formula to derive this measure. Let © = (G, ¥, \) be a given triple with A a nonzero finite Lebesgue
measure on S"~ !, G € C where C is defined in (2.12), and ¥ € C;UC; where C; and Cg4 are defined in
(2.14) and (2.15), respectively. The Musielak-Orlicz-Gauss image measure Cg (K, -) for K € 4"

(0)
is defined as follows (see Definition 3.1): for each Borel set w C "1,

/ P (§)Gi(€, pK(§))
ol (w) hK(OéK(é))‘I’t(OéK(é)vhK(OéK(E)))

where Gy and W, are the first order partial derivatives of G and ¥ with respect to their second
variables. Under certain additional conditions on the measure A and the set Q C S"~!, the following
variational formula can be established in Theorem 3.1:

lim ‘76’,)\([]05]) - ‘76‘,)\([]0]) _ / g(u) dﬁ@([f],u),
Q

e—0 15

Co(K,w) = dA(§),

where [f] denotes the Wulff shape of f, and f. is given in (1.2).

In Section 4, we will propose our Musielak-Orlicz-Gauss image problem (i.e., Problem 4.1):
Under what conditions on © = (G,¥,\) and a nonzero finite Borel measure p on St do there
exist a K € " and a constant 7 € R such that p = 7Cg(K,-)? As one can see in Section
4, the Musielak-Orlicz-Gauss image problem extends all previously mentioned Minkowski type
problems and the Gauss image problem in their (arguably) most general formulations. Some special
cases of particular interest are discussed; these include the Musielak-Orlicz-Minkowski problem
(i.e., Problem 4.3) when Vg »(-) is the volume, the dual Musielak-Orlicz-Minkowski problem (i.e.,
Problem 4.4) when dA(§) = d§, and the Musielak-Orlicz-Aleksandrov problem (i.e., Problem 4.6)
when G = logt and dA(§) = d§. As byproducts, we obtain some fully nonlinear Monge-Ampere



partial differential equations. Indeed, if p and A have continuous density functions p, and py,
respectively, then the Musielak-Orlicz-Gauss image problem could be reformulated by
B 7_P(?h—i—hb) det(V2h + hI) Vh+ he
Pu= U, (-, h) M|Vh+hel)

where 7 € R, P(y) = \y[l_"Gt(Wy‘, ly|) for y € R™ with |y| the Euclidean norm of y € R™, « denotes

the identity map on S™"~!, Vh and V2h are the gradient and the Hessian matrix of h with respect
to an orthonormal frame on S"~!, and I is the identity matrix.

Under the condition that G is strictly decreasing on its second variable, the existence of solutions
to the Musielak-Orlicz-Gauss image problem will be established in Sections 5 and 6. (Section 6
deals with the Musielak-Orlicz-Gauss image problem for even data). A typical result is Theorem
5.2, which is stated below.

Theorem 5.2. Let A and p be two nonzero finite Borel measures on S™~' that are not concentrated
on any closed hemisphere. Assume that X is absolutely continuous with respect to d§. Then, there
exists a K € Jf/(g) such that

ﬁ - C@(K7 )

lul — Co(K,Sn1) (1:3)

if G and ¥ satisfy one of the following conditions:
i) G € 9y with 9, given by (2.13), and ¥ € Cr with C; given by (2.14) such that

lim W(¢,t) = +oo for each € € S"°1;

t—00

i) W € 9r with 91 given by (2.13), and G € Cq with Cq given by (2.15) such that

lim G(&,t) = +oo for each £ € S™7 1,

t—0+
If, in addition, X is strictly positive on nonempty open subsets of S, then the assumption on i,
i.e., i1 is a nonzero finite Borel measure on S™~1 that is not concentrated on any closed hemisphere,
is also necessary for (1.3) holding true for some K € e%/(g‘)

Under special choices of © = (G, ¥, \), one also obtains the solutions to the dual Musielak-
Orlicz-Minkowski problem and the Musielak-Orlicz-Aleksandrov problem. We would like to
mention that, under additional condition on p (i.e., u vanishes on great subspheres), the Musielak-
Orlicz-Gauss image problem for even data can also be solved when ¥ € Cy and G € ¥, (see Theorem
6.2). Corollary 6.1 provides the existence of solutions to the Musielak-Orlicz-Aleksandrov problem
for even data, under both ¥ € 4 and ¥ € ¥;. Solutions to the Musielak-Orlicz-Gauss image
problem related to “an increasing function” G € C; will be studied in our future work [27]; while
the solutions to the Musielak-Orlicz-Gauss image problem by the technique of flows will be provided
in [43].

2 Preliminaries and notations

Denote by N the set of all natural numbers. Let n € N be such that n > 2. In the n-dimensional
Euclidean space R™, let S"~! be the unit sphere and B™ be the unit Euclidean ball of R™; namely,

Sl ={zxeR":|z| =1} and B"={z € R": |z < 1},



where |z| denotes the Euclidean norm of z € R™. The origin of R" is denoted by o, and the
inner product of 2,y € R" is written by z -y. For x # o, let T = x/|z|. Denote by "' the
(n — 1)-dimensional Hausdorff measure. In particular, let d¢ be the canonical spherical Lebesgue
measure on S" 1.

Let K C R™ be a nonempty, compact and convex set. Define hx : R” — R, the support
function of K, to be

hg(z) =max{z-y:yc K} forzeR" (2.1)

It is easily checked that hy(ru) = rhg(u) for 7 > 0 and u € S"~1. For two nonempty, compact
and convex sets K, L C R", let
dp(K,L) = max |hg(u) — hr(u)l.
ueSn—1

The convergence of K; — K in the Hausdorff metric, where K;, K’ C R" for all 7 € N are nonempty,
compact and convex sets, is defined by

llim dH(KZ',K) = 0.

11— 00

A convex body is a compact and convex subset of R whose interior is nonempty. The Blaschke

selection theorem asserts that every sequence of convex bodies, if uniformly bounded, must have
a subsequence converging to a compact convex set in R"”. Let %" be the set of all convex bodies

containing the origin. For K € ", let pg : R™\ {0} — [0, 00) stand for the radial function of K.
That is,

pi () =max{\A>0:\z € K}, (2.2)

for x € R"\{o}. Tt is easily checked that px(ru) = r~'pg(u) for r > 0 and u € S*1. In
this paper, we are mainly interested in the class of convex bodies e%/(;‘) which consists of all convex
bodies whose interiors contain the origin o. We say K € ,}i/(g) is origin-symmetric if —K = K, where
aK = {ax : x € K} for a € R. The subclass " of ji/(;‘) denotes the set of all origin-symmetric

convex bodies. For K € ,%/(Z), let
K*z{xéR”::p-yﬁl forallyGK}.

It can be easily checked that K* € ji/(;‘)

hics(u)pr (u) =1 and  pre=(u)hr(u) =1, (2.3)

for u € S"~!. The convex body K* is called the polar body of K & ,}i/g).
Formulas (2.1) and (2.2) naturally bring many key concepts which play important roles in
this paper. The first one is the so-called radial map rx of K € ji/(g) which maps v € "' to

for K € ji/(g‘) having the following properties:

rik(u) = pr(u)u € OK, the boundary of K. The map rg is invertible for K € H (o) and its reverse,

denoted by r[_{l, maps z € 9K to S?! by letting rl_{l () = Z. The second one is the Gauss map
vi : OK + S"! which maps an 2 € 9K to all u € S"~! satisfying z - u = hx (u). Note that v
may not be injective on K. Let

ok = {x € 0K : vi(x) contains two or more elements} C 0K.

It is well known that J#" (o) = 0 [54, p.84]. Clearly, v is injective in reg(K) = 0K \ ok; in
this case, for simplicity, we write vi (z) for v (x) if © € reg(K). Likewise, the inverse Gauss map



vt 0 S = OK maps u € "' to all z € 9K such that @ - u = hy(u). Note that v' may not
be injective and it is injective in the set S™~!\ nx where

Nk = {u € S™=1: vt (u) contains two or more clements } C sn-t,

Again s (ng) = 0 as shown in [54, Theorem 2.2.11]. Let v;' (u) = v} (u) for u € "1\ n.

Let K € ji/(g‘) One can define the radial Gauss image ax : S"~' — S”~! which maps u € S"~*
to the set ax(u) = Vi (rg(u)). Namely, ax (u) is the set of all outer unit normal vectors of K at
the point px(u)u € OK. Define

wrg ={ue S™~1 such that a (u) contains two or more clements }.

Note that s#" 1 (wg) = 0 as shown in [54, Theorem 2.2.5] (or see [30, p.340]). Let ax (u) = a (u)
for w € S" '\ wg. On the other hand, one can define the reverse radial Gauss image
ol + S"1 — S"7! which maps u € S"! to the set aj(u) = ri' (W' (u)). Moreover, o is
injective on the set ™71\ 1, and in this case, aj(u) will often be written as aj(u). According
to [30, Lemma 2.5], the radial Gauss image and its reverse can be connected through the polar
body: for any K € ,%/(g‘) and 1 C S"~!, one has

ag(n) = ax-(n). (2.4)

Let B and £ be the o-algebras of spherical Borel and Lebesgue measurable subsets of S"~1,
respectively. We say A a spherical Lebesgue submeasure if A : £ — [0, o) satisfies that A(w) = 0if w
is an empty set; A(wi) < A(wg) for all wy,ws € £ such that wy C wo; and AM(Jsoq wi) < Doy AMw;)
if w; € L for all i € N. A spherical Borel submeasure can be defined in a similar way with £
replaced by B. A nonzero finite Borel measure ;2 on S"~! is said to be not concentrated on any
closed hemisphere of S"~!, if for any u € S~ !, one has

/S ) du() > 0 (2.5)

with a; = max{a,0} for @ € R. This is equivalent to the following statement: p(S™"~ !\ w) > 0 if
w is an arbitrary closed hemisphere of "1

Let K € #(;). The surface area measure S (K,-) is defined by

S(K,w) = A" v (w)) forwe B. (2.6)

Similarly, the composition of a spherical Lebesgue submeasure A\ and the reverse radial Gauss
image a’f; naturally defines a spherical Borel submeasure on S"! (see [8]); such a spherical Borel
submeasure is named as the reverse Gauss image measure of A via K € ,}if(g) and is denoted by
A*(K,-). That is, for each w € B,

AN(K,w) = Mak (w)) = Mag-(w)) (2.7)
The Gauss image measure of A via K [8], another spherical Borel submeasure, can be defined by
MK, ,w) = Mag(w)). (2.8)

According to (2.7) and (2.8), it is easily checked that A\*(K,-) = A(K*,-) for each K € Ky 1t

has been proved in [8, Lemma 3.3] that if A is a Borel measure which is absolutely continuous with



respect to d¢, then \*(K,-) for K € Jif(g) is a spherical Borel measure; moreover, for bounded

Borel function f defined on S"~!, one has

/ () dA" (5, u) = / Flax(©) dA(©):
Snfl

Sn—1

L e = [ floie) ae). (2.9

When dA(§) = d§, \M(K,-) for K € Ky reduces to the Aleksandrov’s integral curvature (1],
which will be denoted by J(K,-). Similarly, one can let J*(K,-) = J(K*,-) for K € H - Hence,
the following formulas hold (see [31]):

/Sn1 Fu) dJ* (K, u) :/Snlf(aK(g))dg and /

Sn—1

fwyar = [ i)
We shall need the following lemma, which is essentially a restatement of [8, Lemmas 5.3 and
5.4]. We will present a proof here for completeness.

Lemma 2.1. Let A be an absolutely continuous Borel measure on S~ that is strictly positive on
nonempty open subsets of S"~t. Then, A(K,-) for K € Jif(g) s not concentrated on any closed

hemisphere. In particular, for any w € S, one has

/ (- v)1 dA(K,v) = / (u- ()4 dAE) > 0. (2.10)
S?’L*l

Sn—1

Proof. Let w C S™ ! be a nonempty subset. Define
cone(w):{tu: quandtZO} and w*:{UGSn_li’LL"USOfOI"UGW}.

If cone(w) is a proper convex subset of R", then w is called a spherically convex set; in this case,
w certainly is contained in a closed hemisphere of "1

It is easily checked that ag (w) € S™ 1\ w* holds for all spherically convex subset w C S™~!; this
can be seen from [8, Lemma 3.2] where the following statement is also given: (S"~ 1\ w*)\ ax(w)
has interior points. It follows from (2.8) and the assumption on A (in particular, the positiveness
of A\ on nonempty open subsets of S"~!) that

MK, w) = MMag(w)) <A (S"\w) (2.11)

holds for any spherically convex w C S™~!; this argument can be seen in [8, Lemma 3.7].
Note that A(K,S"" ') = X(ax(S™1)) = A(S""!). Then, for any spherically convex set
w C S" 1 by (2.11), one gets

AMw*) =AM (") = A (5" w) < A(S"T!) = MK, w) = (K, 5"\ w).

Now let w be an arbitrary closed hemisphere of S . Then w* contains only one vector in S™*
and S"~!\ w is an open hemisphere of S"~!. Consequently, A(K,-) is not concentrated on any
closed hemisphere because A(K,S" !\ w) > A (w*) > 0. Formula (2.10) is then an immediate
consequence of (2.5) and (2.9). O

Regarding the Gauss image measure, the following Gauss image problem has been posed in [8].



Problem 2.1 (The Gauss image problem). Let A be a spherical Lebesque submeasure and p be a

spherical Borel submeasure. Under what conditions on \ and p, does there exist a K € ji/(g) such

that p(w) = A(K,w) holds for all w € B?

Solutions to the Gauss image problem can be found in [8, 15]. When dA(§) = d¢, Problem
2.1 becomes the classical Aleksandrov problem aiming to characterize the Aleksandrov’s integral
curvature. As mentioned in the introduction, our goal in this paper is to introduce a problem
extending the Minkowski type problems and the Gauss image problem in their (arguably) most
general setting by taking use of the Musielak-Orlicz functions. The precise definition for the
Musielak-Orlicz functions can be found in e.g., [24, 53|, and they play important roles in the
analysis of the Musielak-Orlicz space (or the generalized Orlicz space).

The Musielak-Orlicz functions in e.g., [24, 53], are usually referred to strictly positive and
nondecreasing functions. However, throughout this paper, when we refer to the Musielak-Orlicz
functions, we mean G € C with

C={G:5"" x(0,00) — R such that G and G; are continuous on 5" * x (0,00)},  (2.12)

where G; denotes the partial derivative of G with respect to the second variable, namely,
oG
Gi(&,t) = 5 (61) for (§1) € S™1 % (0, 00).

As the function class C does contain all (smooth enough) Musielak-Orlicz functions defined in, e.g.,

[24, 53], taking use of the function class C not only provides convenience in later context but also

gives reasons to name Cg (K, -) the Musielak-Orlicz-Gauss image measure (see Definition 3.1).
Let 4 and ¥, be subclasses of C defined by

¢ = {G € C : G satisfies condition (A)} and ¢; = {G € C : G satisfies conditions (B)}, (2.13)

where conditions (A) and (B) are given below:

(A) G : S 1 x (0,00) — (0,00) satisfies that, for each u € S"~!, G¢(u,-) is strictly positive on
(0,00), limy_,o+ G(u,t) = 0, and lim;_,oc G(u,t) = oc;

(B) G : 5" 1 x (0,00) — (0,00) satisfies that, for each u € S"1, Gy(u,-) is strictly negative on
(0,00), lim;_,o+ G(u,t) = oo, and lim;_,o G(u,t) = 0.

The fact that G € 47 U9, is assumed to be strictly positive is mainly for technique reasons and

for convenience. Our arguments in later context mainly rely on the monotonicity of G on its

second variable, sup,~( G(u,t) = +oo for each u € S"!, and the fact that G has controllable lower

bounds; our results in later context should still hold if the function infy~q G(u,t) : S"~! — R is

continuous on S™ 1.
We shall also need the following classes of functions:

Cr={G e C: G is strictly positive on Sl (0,00)}, (2.14)
Cq={G €C: Gy is strictly negative on Sl (0,00)}. (2.15)

When we write G = ¢(t) for some function ¢ : (0,00) — R, we mean G({,t) = ¢(t) holding true
for all (&,t) € S"1 x (0,00). For ¥ € C, let 1¢ and ¥ be the functions given by

Pe(t) = V(& 1) and W(E,t) = W(E,1/t) for (€,) € S™ 1 x (0,00). (2.16)

Clearly, ¥y(¢,t) = —HU,(&, 1) and U(¢,t) € C.

+2



3 The Musielak-Orlicz-Gauss image measure and related varia-
tional formula

In this section, the Musielak-Orlicz-Gauss image measure is introduced and a variational formula
to derive such a measure is established. Hereafter, A is always assumed to be a nonzero finite
Lebesgue measure on S™~!. For convenience, let

M= {nonzero finite Borel measures on S"~! that are absolutely continuous w.r.t. d¢ }

The definition for the Musielak-Orlicz-Gauss image measure is given below.

Definition 3.1. Let © = (G,V,\) be a giwen triple with G € C, ¥ € C; UCq, and A\ a nonzero
finite Lebesque measure on S"~1'. Define Co(K,-), the Musielak-Orlicz-Gauss image measure of
K e ,}if(g), as follows: for each Borel set w € B,

/ P (§)Gi(€, pr (§))
o (w) i (ar (§)We(ak (§), b (ax(€)))

Let ©¢ = (logt,logt, \). It follows from (2.7) that, for all w € B, one has

Co(K,w) = AN (&). (3.1)

Coo (K, w) = /a*( ) dA(§) = Mag (W) = A" (K, w). (3.2)

Formula (3.1) implies that Co (K, ) is absolutely continuous with respect to \*(K,-), and

dCo(K,u) _ dCo(K,u) _ pr(aj(w))Gi(cf(u), prc (e (w)))

- or ue S"h ]
dCoy(K,u) AN (Ku) ot ()W (u, o () for u €5 (3.3)
When d\ = d¢, (3.1) reduces to
o _ pi(§)Gi(€, pr(§))
Canlitw) = /a;{(w) hK(aK(é))‘Ift(ozK(é’), T (an @) © (34)

In this case, if ¥ = @(t) for some function ¢ : (0,00) — R whose derivative, denoted by ¢/,
satisfies t¢'(t) = 1(t), then %GG\I/(K ,+) becomes the general dual Orlicz curvature measure
éng(K,-) in [21, Definition 3.1]. Hence Ce(K,-) naturally extends 5G,¢(K, -) to its (arguably)
most general setting; and certainly contains many well-known measures appeared in the Minkowski
type problems as its special cases, including but not limited to the surface area measure (2.6), the
L, surface area measure [47], the Orlicz surface area measure [23], the L, dual curvature measure
[30, 50], the dual Orlicz curvature measure [65, 69], and the Aleksandrov’s integral curvature and
its extensions [1, 20, 31] (up to a difference of polarity of convex bodies).

In the following definition, we define another measure which is closely related to the Musielak-
Orlicz-Gauss image measure. It gives a great convenience to establish solutions to the Musielak-
Orlicz-Gauss image problem.

Definition 3.2. Let © = (G, VU, \) be a given triple with G € C, ¥ € C; UCq, and A a nonzero
finite Lebesgue measure on S"~'. Define Co(K, ), the polar Musielak-Orlicz-Gauss image measure
of K € Ji/(g), as follows: for each Borel set w € B,

B pr (§)Gi (&, pr (€))
o) = [ rarTortOfon B € >




Associated to © = (G, ¥, \), let © = (G, ¥, \) with ¥ defined in (2.16). For K € Ji/(g), one has

C5(K,") = —Col(K,"). (3.6)
To this end, by (2.3), (3.1), (3.5) and U,(, ¢) = —t%\llt( %), one gets, for any w € B,
pr(§)Gi(& p(€))
Cx(K,w) = A\
5w / ol ))%(aK( 1 G ©
o ‘I’t (o ( )1/PK*( (5)))
_ pr (€)Gi (€, px (€))
- / ) e (€) Ul (@), hc(arc @) )

:_09( > )

It is not hard to prove that both Co (K,-) and Co(K,-), for K € ,}i/(g), are finite signed Borel
measures on S”1. The proof of this argument for Co(K,-) (and hence for Co(K,-) due to (3.6))
is rather standard and follows from steps very similar to those in [21, p.9] or [30, p.351-352]. It
can be also proved by using (3.3) and the fact that A*(K,-) is a Borel measure on S™"~! (see [8,
Lemma 3.3]), thus the proof is omitted. A standard argument, based on the simple functions and
a limit approach, shows that, for any bounded Borel function g : S*~' — R,

. 9o (©)px (O)CH(E, pic(€))

[ s dCetsn = [ S b )
B glar ©)pr (O)C(E, pic ()

[ s acetcn = e @)

It is well known that, by letting £ =T with z € 0K for K € ,}if(g) and dx = dA#" (z),

(), (3.7)

dAN(E). (3.8)

| 1@k | (@ ve@)f@lal " da. (3.9)
gn—1
(see [30, (2.31)]). Hence, if dA(£) = py(€) d¢ with py : S"1 — [0, 00), then
f e [ @] G )
[ st aCo(n) = | gl DT D s, (3.10)
o @ P @ G )
/Snl g(u)dC@(K,u)—/aKg( KO oo o@D (3.11)

We now prove a variational formula to derive the Musielak-Orlicz-Gauss image measure. Let
A be a Lebesgue measure on S"~!. Suppose that G : S"~! x (0,00) — R is a function such that,
for K € Ji/(g), the function & — G(&, pi(€)) is measurable on S"~! and is integrable with respect

to \. Define, ‘N/G,A(K), the general dual volume of K € Ji/(g‘) with respect to A, by
V) = [ G(&px(€) dNE). (3.12)

In general, one can define ‘N/G,A for all f € CT(S" 1), where CT(Q2) for Q C S"~! denotes the set
of all positive continuous functions defined on Q. That is, if f € CT(S"1),

Vaa(f) = G(&, £(£)) dN(&). (3.13)

Sn—1
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Clearly, ‘7@7 AK) = ‘~/G, ApK) for K € ,}if(g) When d\ = d¢, ‘~/G, A becomes the general dual volume
Ve (K) [21, 22] given by

Va(K) = G(& px(§))de.

Sn—1

Hereafter, 2 C S"~! is always assumed to be a closed set not contained in any closed hemisphere
of 8”1, Denote by C(£2) the set of all continuous functions defined on Q C S"~!. For each
f € CT(Q), one can define two convex bodies associated to f: the Wulff shape generated by f

fl=({zeR 2 £< f(O}, (3.14)

£eq

and the convex hull generated by f:

(f) = conv {f(£)£ € e Q} (3.15)

Here, conv (E) denotes the convex hull of set E C R", i.e., conv (E) is the smallest convex closed
set containing E. It is easily checked that [f] € H ) and (f) € (o) for f € CT(Q). A fundamental
relation between the Wulff shape and the convex hull is

[f1" = (1/F) (3.16)
for f € C*(Q) (see e.g., [30, Lemma 2.8]). Obviously, for f € CT(f),
hipy < f and pgpy > f on Q. (3.17)
In particular, if Q = S"~! and K € (Z),
[hk] =K and (px) =K. (3.18)

Let U € C; UCq Recall that ¢ = W(E,-) for each fixed & € S 1. Then v¢() is a
strictly monotonic function on (0,00), and hence v 1(.) exists and is also strictly monotonic.
Let f € CH(Q) and g € C(Q). As Q C S" ! is compact and ¥, is continuous, there exists a
constant ¢ > 0, such that, for all (§,e) € Q x (—4,9), it is meaningful to define the Musielak-Orlicz
addition by

Fo(6) = ot (e (f(€)) +29(6)) - (3.19)
Clearly, fo(&) = f(€) and f.(£) € CT(Q). Using the chain rule, it is easy to verify that,
0L©) ol 520

D lemeo ~ UL(Fa(©)
for any (£,e9) € Q x (—6,0), where

oV (&, )

YD) = il t) =

Moreover, due to the compactness of €2, a standard argument shows that f. — f uniformly on §2

as e — 0.
We shall need the following lemma.
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Lemma 3.1. Let Q C S" ! be a closed set that is not contained in any closed hemisphere of S~ 1.
Let f. be given as in (3.19) with f € CT(Q), g € C(Q) and ¥ € Cr UCy.

i) For v e 8"\ ny, let ug = agp«(v) and then

. loghsy(v) —loghip(v) g(uo)
Jiny - = Fluo) Voo, Flu))” (3.21)

it) For £ € S" '\ nu gy, let uy = oy (€) and then

. log p(.)(§) —log pp(§) _ g(u1) (3.22)

250 B fur) Wi(ug, fur))
Proof. From (3.20), for any (£,20) € Q x (—0,0), we have

dlog f-(&) _ 9(§)
86 £=€0 fao (f)wé(fao (f))

By the mean value theorem, there exists (£, ¢) € (0,1) such that

9(§)
fo(e.0)e () Ve (fore.0)=(£))

Recall that o+ (S" 1\ 7.py) € Q [30, (4.24)]. Let v € S"7 1\ 54y. Then there exists a vector,
say v € S"!, such that, for € € (—4,0),

hipy(v) = (vo - v)f(vo) and  hipy(v) > (vo - v)fe(vo). (3.24)

From (2.4) and (3.24), one clearly has vy = a?ﬁ(v) = ap(v) since f(vo)vo € 9(f) and

log fe(€) —log f(£) =€ (3.23)

ve sl \ 7(py- As ap« is injective on gn—l \ 7(sy, one further has vy = ug € Q. It follows
from (3.23) and (3.24) that

9(uo) .
To(uo,e)e(10) Yy (fouo,e)e (o))

log hs.y(v) —log hypy(v) > log fe(uo) — log f(ug) =€ (3.25)

By (3.15), there exists a u. € Q such that

h(ﬁ)(”) = (ue -v) fe(u:) and h(f) (v) > (ue - v) f(ue). (3.26)
Thus, from (3.23) and (3.26), we have

c g(ue) _
f@(ug,s)s (U’E) w,us (f@(us,e)e(ua))

Note that lim._,gu. = ug which is a direct consequence of the fact that f. — f uniformly on 2;
this can be easily proved following along the same lines as the proof of formula (4.8) in [30]. By
letting € — 0, the desired argument (3.21) follows immediately from (3.25), (3.27), the continuity
of g and ¥y, and 0(-,¢) € (0,1) for all € € (—6,0).

Now let us prove (3.22). For any £ € S" '\ ny /s and € € (—4,4), it follows from (2.3) and
(3.16) that

log hg.y(v) —log hypy(v) < log fe(ue) —log f(ue) = (3.27)

Pir(€) = prLy-(€) = : (3.28)
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Recall that (¢, 1) = U(&,1/t) and let Jg(t) = 1¢(1/t) for t € (0,00). Clearly, Jg() is a monotonic
function on (0, 00) if ¥ € C; NCy. Hence, it is meaningful to rewrite (3.19) as follows:

L o (o (-1
e~ (e (ig) +o09). 52
It is easily checked that Jg(t) = —t_21/12(1/t). By (3.16), (3.21) (in fact, with ug replaced by
an/p+ (&) = ap(§) = up due to (3.16)), (3.28) and (3.29), one has

- log piy,)(§) —log pyp (€) _ i log hy/1.(§) —log hyyp)(§) _ g(ur)
e=0 € e=0 € flu) Oy, flur))
This completes the proof of (3.22). O

Note that [f;] — [f] and (f;) — (f), if f € CT(Q) and f; € CT(Q) for all i € N such
that f; — f uniformly on € (see e.g., [30, p.345] and [54, Lemma 7.5.2]). It is also true that
K, - K with K; € ji/(;‘) for all i € N and K € e%/(g) is equivalent to px, — px uniformly on
S"=1. An application of the dominated convergence theorem yields the continuity of ‘7@7 A((f))
and ‘7(;, A([fe]) on € € (=6,0). The following theorem provides a result on the variational formulas
regarding XN/G, A((fo)*) and XN/G, A([fc]), which can be used to derive the Musielak-Orlicz-Gauss image
measure and its polar.

Theorem 3.1. Let Q C S™ ! be a closed set that is not contained in any closed hemisphere of
S Let © = (G,V,\) be a triple such that G € C, ¥ € C; UCq, and X\ € M. For f. given by
(3.19) with f € CT(Q) and g € C(Q), one has

tim Ve ((fe)") E— Var (") _ _/Qg(u) dCe ((f)*, ), (3.30)
;ig(l] Va([fe]) 6— Ve (lfD) _ /Qg(u) dé@([f],u) (3.31)

Proof. Tt has been shown in [21, p.17] that for any hy € C (), one has
Ping) (@no) (€)) = holang (§))  for 271 — almost all € € S"7 L,

Applying this result to hg = 1/f for f € CT(Q), one can obtain that, by (2.3), (3.16) and the fact
that X is absolutely continuous with respect to d¢,

pipy(ap(§)) = flag«(§))  for A —almost all £ € sn-t,

For e € (=0,0), let K. = (fe)" = [1/fc] € ;) where f. € CT(Q) is given by (3.19) with
f€CT(Q) and g € C(Q). When ¢ = 0, Ky = (f)* = [1/f] € Koy By (2.3), one sees that

)
(K*)*=K for K € H o) and hence for all £ € (=4,0),

1 1

PK. =
hi: (fo)

This further implies that for each ¢ € S"~1,

9G(, pk.(§))
Oe

dlog pr. (§)
de

=—| —5CG 5 .
<h<fs>(§) t<£ h<f5>(§)> de

= pk. (§)Gi(§, pr.(§))

(3.32)
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Hence, for A-almost all £ € S"71 by (3.21) and (3.32), one can get
0G(&pr.(E)] (1 9(agp)-(§))
- (e ) e 0 e @)
_ pKo(f)Gt(fvpKo( )) (aKo( ))
Flaw, (§)) Uilak, (§), (o, (£)))

Moreover, there are & € (0,5) and a constant M > 0, such that for e € (—dp, o) and all £ € S* 1,

‘G(S,pKS (&) = G(& pro (§)) '

3

(3.33)

< M.

This can be done because, involving in (3.25), (3.27) and (3.32), the sets (i.e., Q and S"~!) are
all compact, the functions G € C and ¥ € C; UCy (hence Gy and ¥y are all continuous), and the
family of functions f. is uniformly bounded on €2 from below by a positive number and from above
by a finite number. For more details on how to find M, please refer to, e.g., the proofs of Lemma
4.2 in [30], Theorem 4.1 [65] and Lemma 4.2 in [69]. It follows from (3.33) and the dominated
convergence theorem that, for K. = (f.)* and Ky = (f)*,

Ve ({(f-)) = Vaa((f)*) Vo (K:) — Ve (Ko)

lim = lim
e—0 € e—0 €
~ lim G(&, pr.(§)) ; G (&, pr, (§)) NG
E— Sn—1
gn—1 e—0 e

L o (§)Ge (& prcy (€)) 9k, (€))
_ /Sn - dNE).  (3.34)

(o (§)) Wik (§), far, (€)))

Recall that a s ("1 \npy) C Q [30, (4.24)]. The compactness of €2, together with the Tietze
extension theorem, yields the existence of §: S"~! — R such that g is continuous on S”~! and for

£€ 5"\

9lopy () = 9(ax, (€§)) = (Fla)(ak, (§)) = ([@la) (i (£)),

where 1p is the indicator function of E, i.e., 1g(z) =1ifx € F and 1g(z) =0if x ¢ E. Applying
this to (3.34), one further gets

Var((fe)) = Vap(h)) _ / (910) (s () 1o () G (€ P ()
st oy (€)) Uila, (), o, (€)))

_ /S ~ (710)(u) dCo (Ko, u)
:—/g(u)dC®(<f>*,u)'
Q

lim
e—0 IS

dA(§)

where we have used (3.8) in the second equality and

flaky(§)) = flagy=(8) = piy (ain«(§) = prg (ar, (§))-
This concludes the proof of (3.30).
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The variational formula (3.31) follows along the same lines as the proof for (3.30), based on
(3.22). A more direct proof for (3.31) can be given by the combination of (3.6) and (3.30). Indeed,
let © = (G,¥,)\) be a given triple and © = (G, ¥, \). It follows from (3.6), (3.16) and (3.30)
(applied to © instead of © due to (3.29)) that

o Voallf) = Veullf) _ . Vaa((1/£)7) = Vaa((1/£))

e—0 € e—=0 €

_ /Q g(u) dCx((1/£)*,u)
_ /Q g(u) dCo ((1/f)*,u)
:/g(u)dé@(mﬂ)'

Q

This completes the proof of (3.31). O

4 The Musielak-Orlicz-Gauss image problem

This section is dedicated to introduce the Musielak-Orlicz-Gauss image problem and some of its
special cases. Indeed, it has been explained in Section 3 that both Co(K,-) and Cg(K,-) are
signed Borel measures on S"~!'. We now prove some basic properties for Cg (K, -) and Cg (K, -) for

Ke,}if(g).

Proposition 4.1. Let © = (G, ¥, \) be a triple such that G € C, ¥ € C;UCq and X € M. Let

K e ,}i/(g) Then the following statements hold.

i) Both Co(K;, ) — Co(K,-) and 6’@(K¢, ) = 6’@([(, -) weakly for any sequence of {K;}ien such
that K; € Jif(g) foranyi e N and K; - K € ,%/Z).

ii) The signed measures Co(K,-) and Co(K,-) are absolutely continuous with respect to S(K,-).

iti) If G and U are either both in C; or both in Cq, then Co(K,-) and Co(K,-) are nonzero
finite Borel measures. If, in addition, X is strictly positive on nonempty open subsets of sn—t
then Co(K,-) and Co(K,-) are not concentrated on any closed hemisphere of St The same

arguments also hold for —Cg(K,-) and —Ce(K,-), if one of G and VU is in Cr and the other one
15 1 Cq.

Proof. Due to (3.6), only Co(K,-) will be discussed. Part i) follows easily from a standard argument
of the dominated convergence theorem, by (3.3) and the facts that px, — px and hg, — hk
uniformly on S"~! ak, — a (holding except a subset of S"~! whose /"~ l-measure is zero [30,
Lemma 2.2]), and A(K, ) (and hence \*(K,-)) is weakly convergent on H o) ([8, Lemma 3.4)).

ii) Let K € Ky and w € B such that S(K,w) = 0. It has been proved in [8, Lemma 3.5] that
MK, ) for K € ji/(:}) is absolutely continuous with respect to the surface area measure S(K™,-).
Applying this to K*, one gets A(K*,w) = M (K,w) = 0. As K € ,}i/(g), there exist two constants
0 < rp < Ry < oo such that both hx and px are in (rg, Rg) on S~ 1. The continuity of Gy and ¥,
yield that

P (§)Gi(€, pr (§))

A= S (o @) Wik @), b (ar @) | ~ 4.1)
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Together with (3.1) (or (3.7)) and (3.2), one has

/ pr(§)Gi(€, pr(§))
i (w) i (o (§)) We(ak (§), hi (ak (€)))

< e / IA(E) = eI\ (@ (@) = eIV (K, w) = 0. (4.2)
e (@)

|Co (K, w)| = dA(§)

This concludes that Ce (K, -) is absolutely continuous with respect to S(K,-).

iii) Only the proof for the case when G € C; and ¥ € C; will be given, and the other cases follow
along the same lines. A calculation similar to (4.1) yields that

r ()G, pr(§))

2 A ok ©) ok ©), hr(ar @) (4.3)

This implies that 5@(K ,+) is a nonzero measure. Following the proof of (4.2), one can also prove
Co(K,S"™) < i A*(K, 5" 1) < 0.

Hence Co(K,-) is finite.

Assume that, in addition, A is strictly positive on nonempty open subsets of S~ We now
claim that Cgo(K,-) satisfies (2.5). This is an easy consequence of (3.7), (4.3) and Lemma 2.1: for
any u € S"1,

[ edGetn = [ oaxte) o ()GHE, P (©)) e

gn—1 T hi(ak (€)Wi(ak (€), hr (ak (€)))
> /S (uax(€) dNE) > 0,

where the second inequality follows from (2.4) and (2.10) (applying to K™). O
Proposition 4.1 suggests the following Musielak-Orlicz-Gauss image problem.

Problem 4.1 (The Musielak-Orlicz-Gauss image problem). Let G € C, ¥ € C, and A be a nonzero
finite Lebesgue measure on S"~'. Under what conditions on © = (G, ¥, \) and a nonzero finite
Borel measure p on S"~1 do there exist a K € Jif(g) and a constant T € R such that p = 7Co (K, -)?

Let |p| = [gn-1 dp(u). Clearly, if Problem 4.1 has K € H ) as its solution, then

1]

C@(K, S"_l)

Problem 4.1 is for the characterization of the Musielak-Orlicz-Gauss image measure. Similar
problem can be posed for the polar Musielak-Orlicz-Gauss image measure.

Problem 4.2 (The polar Musielak-Orlicz-Gauss image problem). Let G € C, ¥ € C, and A
be a nonzero finite Lebesque measure on S™~'. Under what conditions on © = (G, ¥, \) and a
nonzero finite Borel measure ju on S"~! do there exist a K € ,}if(g) and a constant k € R such that

w=rCo(K,-)?
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Again if Problem 4.2 has K € Ji/(g) as its solution, then

1]

"7 ColK,S1)

When G = ¥ = logt, it can be seen from (3.3) that Problems 4.1 and 4.2 reduce to the Gauss image
problem (i.e., Problem 2.1) introduced in [8]. From the discussion in Section 3, one clearly sees
that Problem 4.1 also generalizes the Minkowski problem [51, 52], the L, Minkowski problem [47],
the Orlicz-Minkowski problem [23], the (L,) dual Minkowski [30, 50], the dual Orlicz-Minkowski
problems [21, 22, 65, 69], and the (L, and Orlicz) Aleksandrov problem [1, 20, 31].

Problems 4.1 and 4.2 have close connections with the Monge-Ampeére type equations. To see
this, let K € e%/(g‘) be smooth enough, in particular, satisfying that hx is differentiable at each point
on S" ! and OK has positive Gauss curvature at each point. Denote by Vhg (u) the gradient of
hx at w € S"~! and by Vh the gradient of h with respect to an orthonormal frame on S”~!. Then
Vhy = Vhyg + hit, where ¢ denotes the identity map on S™~! (see, e.g., [50, (2.2)]). Let V2h be
the Hessian matrix of h with respect to an orthonormal frame on S"~!. Then, see e.g., [50, (3.28)],
for all w € S*1,

dS(K,u)
du

where I denotes the identity matrix. Recall that Vh (u) = v (u) and Vhg (vg(z)) = @ hold for
all w € "1 and x € K. Consequently, by (2.6), (3.10) and (3.11), one gets

= det(V2hg (u) + hg (u)I),

hie(w) \ony ( Vhic(u)
=~ pA(IVhK(u)|) [Vhg (u)| "G (m, ‘Vh[{(u)‘)
dCo(K,u) = T(a e (0)) dS(K,u), (4.4)
Vhg (u 2 -n Vhg(u
dCo (K, u) = pa (it ) (e ()" IV ()]G iy [V () dS(K, u)
o Tolo, (@)D )

where d\(€) = py(€) d¢ with py : S"~! — [0,00). Subsequently, if ;4 has its density function to be
pu with respect to d¢, then (4.4) yields the following rephrase of Problem 4.1 as an Monge-Ampere
type equation:

P(Vh+ ht) det(V2h + hI) < Vh+ hL>
= A )

= - 4.
Pu=T U, (-, h) IVh + hil (45)

where P(y) = |y|'™"Gy(7, |y|) for y € R™. Thus, finding a solution to Problem 4.1 requires to find
aT€Rand h:S" ! — (0,00) satisfying (4.5). Similarly, Problem 4.2 can be rephrased as follows:

h2P(Vh + hi) det(V2h+hI) [ Vh+ h
Pu=K Al = :
U,(- 1/h) IVh + hu

Some special cases of Problems 4.1 and 4.2 are of particular interest.

Case 1: G =1t"/n, ¥ € C, and dA\(§) = d§. In this case, the measure 5@([(, -) will be denoted
by Sy (K, -) and called the Musielak-Orlicz surface area measure of K € H - Indeed, Sy (K,-)

has the (L, and Orlicz) surface area measures (2.6) as its special cases, and satisfies the following
formula due to (3.1):

/ P (&)
o (w) i (o (§)We(ak (§), hi (ak (€)))

S\p(K,w) = dé"
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Moreover, letting u = a g (€), it can be verified by (2.6) and (3.9) that

dSq;(K, u) - 1
dS(K,u) — Wy(u,hi(u))’

A direct consequence of Theorem 3.1 is the following result, which provides a variational formula
to derive Sy (K, -).

Theorem 4.1. Let ¥ € C;UCq and 2 C S™ ! be a closed set that is not contained in any closed
hemisphere of S*~Y. For f. given by (3.19) with f € CT(Q) and g € C(Y), one has

L VLD = V)

e—0 I

- / 9(u) dSu ([f], u)-
Q

Thus, the following Musielak-Orlicz-Minkowski problem can be proposed.

Problem 4.3 (The Musielak-Orlicz-Minkowski problem). Under what conditions on ¥ € C and a
nonzero finite Borel measure i on S"~' do there exist a K € ,}i/(g) and a constant T € R such that

w=T1Sg(K,-)?

Problem 4.3 is related to “an increasing function” G € Cy, and will be studied in our future work
[27]. The Musielak-Orlicz-Minkowski problem deserves its own special attention as it is the direct
extension of the L, and Orlicz Minkowski problems and lies in the framework of (the extension of)
the Brunn-Minkowski theory of convex bodies. By (4.5), the Monge-Ampere type equation related
to Problem 4.3 is

det(V2h + hl)
=T
Pu \Ilt('v h)

Case 2: G € C, ¥ € C, and d\(&) = d¢. In this case, VG,A(K) = Vg(K) becomes the general
dual volume of K, Cqw(K,-) for K € ,}i/(g) given by (3.4) defines an Musielak-Orlicz extension
of the dual curvature measures [21, 30, 50, 65, 69], and hence the following dual Musielak-Orlicz-

Minkowski problem can be posed.

Problem 4.4 (The dual Musielak-Orlicz-Minkowski problem). Under what conditions on G € C,
U € C and a nonzero finite Borel measure u on S"~! do there exist a K € ,}if(g) and a constant

7 € R such that p = 7'6’@7\1,(1(, )?

By (4.5), the corresponding Monge-Ampeére type equation related to the dual Musielak-Orlicz-
Minkowski problem is

P(Vh+ ht) det(V2h + hI)
Pu=T s
\I/t('v h)

where P(y) = |y|' " Gy(7, |y|) for y € R™.

Case 3: G =logt, U € C and \ a nonzero finite Lebesgue measure on S"~!. In this case, we shall
give the following Musielak-Orlicz extension of \*(K,-).

Definition 4.1. Let © = (G, V¥, \) be such that X is a nonzero finite Lebesgue measure on sn—1t
and ¥ € C;y UCy. For K € Jff(g), define Jy \(K, ) = Co(K,-) with G = logt, namely, for each
Borel set w € B,

- 1
FealH) = /a;{(m el @) ¥(ax @), hrc(ax @)
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Clearly, one can also have, for all K € ,}i/(g),

6(— logt,¥,\) (Kv ) = _j\I/,)\(K7 ) (46)

This formula is convenient in later context when finding solutions to Problem 4.5. According to
(3.3), it follows that

djq/,)\(K,u) . 1 o -
A\ (K,u) — he(u)Wy(u, hi(u)) f €5 (4.7)

Clearly, j\p A(K,-) is a finite signed Borel measure on S™"~!. Moreover, it follows from (3.7) that,
for any bounded Borel function g : S"™' — R,

(o) ok ()
fsmtma®n = [ O Ry N 69

Regarding this measure, one can pose the following problem.

Problem 4.5. Let ¥ € C and X\ be a nonzero finite Lebesque measure on S"'. Under what
conditions on W, \ and a nonzero finite Borel measure i on S"~' do there exist a K € Ji/(g) and a

constant k € R such that p = /iszq/)\(K, )?

Again, by (4.5), the corresponding Monge-Ampere type equation related to Problem 4.5 is

. det(V2h + hI) Vh+h
P = g N+ e P\[Vh o+ )

where d\(€) = py(€) d¢ with py : S~ — [0,00). Note that jlog,A(K, ) = A*(K, ). Consequently,
Problem 4.5 becomes the Gauss image problem [8] (up to a difference of polarity of convex bodies).
A crucial geometric invariant related to Jg \(K,-) is Ex(K), the entropy of K € Jif(g) with

respect to the measure A\. For K € Ji/(g), let

EN) = Viog (") = [ 1og pic (€)4X(E). (19)

Clearly Ex(B™) = 0. When dA(§) = d§, it reduces to the entropy of K € Ji/(g), which plays
essential roles in solving the Aleksandrov type problems. Letting G = logt in (3.30) and (3.31),
by (3.7), (3.8) and (4.8), one can easily get the following variational formula.

Theorem 4.2. Let Q C S" ! be a closed set that is not contained in any closed hemisphere of
St Let U € C;UCy and A € M. For f. given by (3.19) with f € CT(Q) and g € C(S2), one has

& (o) =a({f)

lim . = —/Qg(u) dJu x((f)", ),
tim 5)\([fa]*)€_5)\([f]*) :/Qg(u)dquA([f]’u)j

where Jy \(K, ) is the measure, such that, for all w € B,

1
JuA(K,w) = / ) Pr+ (o (&) Vi(ak (€), pr-(ak(€)))

QA

AN (E). (4.10)
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Clearly, Jy \(K,-) = Co(K,-) for K € H gy and © = (logt, ¥, \). Formula (3.6) yields that, if

F(E,1) = (€, 1) for (€1) € 5" x (0,50), then
Ty aK,) = =Jua(K, "), (4.11)

We now state some basic properties for j\p A(K, ) and Jy \ (K, -), which follow from Proposition
4.1 by letting G = log .

Proposition 4.2. Let K € ,%/(Z), VU eCrUCy and X € M. Then the following statements hold.

i) Both Jg \(Ki,-) — Jg ,(K,-) and jq,A(KZ,) — j\p’)\(K,') weakly for any sequence of {K;}ien
such that K; € Jf/(g) foranyi e N and K; - K € ji/(g‘)
ii) Both Jg \(K,-) and j\p’,\(K, -) are absolutely continuous with respect to S(K,-).

iit) If ¥ € Cy, then j\p’)\(K, -) and Jg | (K,-) are nonzero finite Borel measures. If, in addition,
X\ is strictly positive on nonempty open subsets of ST, then j\p’)\(K, ) and Jg \(K,-) are not

concentrated on any closed hemisphere of S"~'. The same arguments also hold for —j\p’)\(K,')
and —J(I; )\(K, '), ’if\I/ €Cq.

Case 4: G =logt, ¥ € C, and dA(§) = df. In this case, Problem 4.1 becomes the Musielak-
Orlicz extension of the Aleksandrov problem. Recall that the Aleksandrov’s integral curvature

J(K,-) for K € Ky 1 MK, ) with dA\(€) = d¢. Moreover, J*(K,-) = J(K*,-) for K € Koy

Comparing J(K,-) and (3.2), one sees J*(K,-) = Co,(K,-) with ©; = (logt,logt, d¢). So
Ju(K, ) = Jy,q¢ (K, -) defines a Musielak-Orlicz extension of J*(K,-) and by (4.7),
dJy (K, u) 1 .
— for uw e S"".
dJ*(K,u)  hg(u)Wi(u, hi(u))
Thus, the following Musielak-Orlicz- Aleksandrov problem can be posed; this provides an extension
of the Aleksandrov problems [1, 20, 31] (again, up to a difference of polarity of convex bodies).

Problem 4.6 (The Musielak-Orlicz-Aleksandrov problem). Under what conditions on VU and a
nonzero finite Borel measure ju on 8"~ do there exist a K € e%/(;‘) and a constant k € R such that
p= rJy(K,-)?
Again, by (4.5), the corresponding Monge-Ampere type equation related to the Musielak-Orlicz-
Aleksandrov problem is
. det(V2h + hI)
P = NG RN h A+

5 A solution to the Musielak-Orlicz-Gauss image problem

Our goal in this section is to provide solutions to Problems 4.1 and 4.2, mainly under the condition
that G is strictly decreasing on its second variable. Let A € M and p be nonzero finite Borel
measures on S" 1. Let G : S" ! x (0,00) — (0,00) be a continuous function and ¥ € Cq. Consider
the following two optimization problems:

inf {17\1,,”(@) Ver(@Q) = Vaa(B") and Q € ;zf(g)} , (5.1)
inf{f/@,u(f) Var((f)*) = Var(B™) and f € C* (5"—1)} , (5.2)
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where VG,A(K) and VG,A(f) are given in (3.12) and (3.13), i.e.,

Vaa(K) = | G(&px(©)dXE) and Voulf) = |~ GIE F(©)dX(E).
Recall that ¢¢(t) = ¥(,t) and 1/15_1 is its inverse on (0, c0).
The following lemma plays important roles in solving Problem 4.2.

Lemma 5.1. Let A € M and p be nonzero finite Borel measures on S"~'. Suppose that G € C
and W € Cy such that Co(Q, S™ 1) # 0 for all Q € e%/(;‘) If the optimization problem (5.1) admits
a solution, say K € ,}if(g), then Ko = K* is a solution to Problem 4.2, namely, the following holds:

H O@(K07 )

—_— = . 5.3

jul ~ ColKu, 5°°1) )
Proof. For any f € C*(S™1) such that ‘7@,\(<f>*) = VG,A(B”), it follows from (3.18) that (ps)) =

(f), which further implies ‘7@7>\((p<f>>*) = Var((f)*) = Ve (B") and ‘N/\p,u(pm) =V ,((f)). On
the other hand, by ¥ € C; and (3.17), one has

Vaulr) = [

Sn—

FESEIAO > [ W (€ (©) Al = Ta (i)

Sn—1

Hence if K € g, solves the optimization problem (5.1), then pxg € CT(S" ') solves the
optimization problem (5.2).

Let ¢ € C(S™ 1) be an arbitrary continuous function on S"~!. As px € CH(S"1), for
sufficiently small 1, 9, &, it is meaningful to define

Forrees(€) = Ut (Ye(feren(€)) +29(8) and foy epe(€) = v ! (We(fer2(6)) +)

where f;, ., is given by

Ferea(€) = U (Welpr(€)) +€19(€) + €2). (5-4)
A more convenient formula for f., ., given in (5.4) is
V(& fe1,2(8)) = W(E pr (§)) + €19(8) + €2 (5:5)

It follows from (3.30) (with f = f., .,) that

ii}G,A((fq,qV) = lim VG’A(<‘fEl+E’€2>*) — VG,A(<f€1,E2>*)

Odsq e—0 €

== [ 9 dCo((feea)"0) (56)

Similarly, one can also have

i‘f?G7>\(<f€1,€2>*) = _/ dc@(<f€1,€2>*’£) = _O@(<f€1,€2>*"5m_1) # 0. (57)

862 Sn—1

Note that f., ., depends continuously on e; and €. Hence, part i) in Proposition 4.1 implies
the weak convergence of Co((f:, )", ) on €1 and eg, respectively. Together with (5.6) and (5.7),
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‘7@7 A((fe1,00)%) has a gradient which has rank 1 and is continuous on €; and €y. In particular,

Var({fei,e0)”) is continuously differentiable on £; and 2. Therefore, the method of Lagrange
multipliers can be applied to the optimization problem (5.2) to get a constant x = k(g) such that

O (Vo fere) + 5 (T rUferen)) — Ton(B))

662'
It follows from (2.3), (3.16), (3.18) and (5.4) that
(fo,0)" = (pr)* = (1/hg~)" = [hg+] = K"

Hence, Vo ((foo)*) = Vaa(K*) = Vaa(B™). Together with (3.12), (5.5), (5.6), (5.7), and (5.8),
one can easily have

[ 0© ) = wto) [ 0 dC(K".€) and |u] = w(a)Co(K".5").  (59)

=0, i=1,2 (5.8)

g1=e2=0

In particular, k = x(g) is a constant independent of the choice of g € C(S™™!):

|l
O®(K*, Sn—l) :

KR =

Thus, by (5.9), the following formula holds for any g € C(2):

|14 / .
/s 9©) &) = o gy [, , 9O dCe(K6)
This concludes that, by letting Ky = K*, (5.3) holds on B. 0O

Lemma 5.2. Let G € 9; and p be a nonzero finite Borel measure on S*~' that is not concentrated
on any closed hemisphere. Assume that {K;}ien C ,}i/(g) is a sequence such that

sup G(&, prr(§)) du(§) < +oo. (5.10)
ieN Jgn—1

Then, the sequence {K;}ien is uniformly bounded, namely, there exists a finite constant R such
that K; € RB"™ for all i € N.

Proof. For each i € N, let R; = max,cgn1 pk,(v) and v; € S"~! be such that R; = pg, (v;). We
now claim that sup;cy R; < 400 by contradiction. Assume not, a subsequence {R;; }jen of {R;}ien
can be obtained so that v;; — vg € S"~1 (due to the compactness of S"~1) and lim; o0 R;; = +o0.
For v € "' and 8 € (0,1), let

Yp(v) ={ue St iu-v>p}

As p is not concentrated on any closed hemisphere, a simple argument by the monotone
convergence theorem implies the existence of By € (0,1) such that p(¥Xg,(vg)) > 0. For any
€ € Xg,(v9) and 7 € N, one has pg;, (v;)v; € K; and hence

hic, (&) = pr,(vi)(§ - vi) = Ri(§ - ;).

The continuity of the function u +— £ - u and the facts that £ -vg > S and v;; — v yield the
existence of jo € N such that for all 7 > jg,

Ri]ﬂo
5
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By (2.3), (3.12), (5.10) and G € ¥, one gets, for all j > jo,

G hu,, ()Y du(€) = /

250 (vo)

+o0> [ Glé o (€) dn(e) = (e s

Snfl
As limy_,o+ G(&,t) = 400 for each £ € " and lim;_,o R;; = +00, Fatou’s lemma yields that
. 2 . 2
+o0 > hmmf/ G(f, —) du(&) > / h_mmfG(E, —) du(€) = +o0.
7= J54 (v0) R;; Bo Sy (v0) 470 R;, Bo
This is a contradiction and hence the sequence {K;};cn is uniformly bounded. O
Lemma 5.3. Let ¥ € Cy be such that
lim U(¢,t) = 400 for each € € S"7 L, (5.11)
t—07+

Let p1 be a nonzero finite Borel measure on S"~! that is not concentrated on any closed hemisphere.
Assume that the sequence {K;}ien C ji/(:) s uniformly bounded such that

sup / W (€, pic, (6)) dp(€) < +oc. (5.12)
Snfl

1€N
Then, there exists a subsequence of {K;}ien which converges to some L € ,}i/g).

Proof. Let R be a finite constant such that K; € RB™ for all ¢ € N. Applying the Blaschke
selection theorem to { K }icn, a convex compact set L C R™ and a subsequence of {K;};en can be
found (which will still be denoted by Kj;), such that K; — L in the Hausdorff metric.

We now claim that L € Jif(g) Assuming the contrary, there exist wy € S~ and 3; > 0 such
that 0 = hr(wo) = lim;—00 hi, (wo) and (3, (wp)) > 0, where the latter one follows from the fact
that p is a nonzero finite Borel measure not concentrated on any closed hemisphere. From (3.12),
(5.12), U € Cy, and K; C RB™ for all i € N, one has

+o0 > timinf [ W (€pre(€)) d(©

>tmint [ W€ du©) + [ W (€, R) du(¢)
71— 00 Eﬁl(wo) S7L71\2g1(ll)0)

>tmint [ W€ pu(€) du©) + u(S"\ By lun)) min V(R (513
1—00 261 (wo) ueSn™

If v € ¥g,(wp), then Bipk,(v) < pk,(v)v - wo < hi,(wp). Thus pg, — 0 uniformly on Xg, (wp) as
i — 00, due to lim; o hg, (wp) = 0. This further yields, by (5.11), for any ¢ € S"~1,

liminf @ (&, pi, (6)) = +oo.

A contradiction can be obtained by (5.13):

min ¥ (u, R)

1—00 esn

+o0 > liminf [ (P d©) + (57 S ()
By (Wo w

2/2 ( )liminf\l’(fapKi(@) dp(€) + p(S" 1\ S5, (we)) min W (u, R) = +oo,
81 (Wo

1—»00 ueSn—1

where in the second inequality, we have used the Fatou’s lemma to the nonnegative functions

U (&, pr;(€)) — ¥ (&, R) on Xg, (wp). This concludes that L € Ky as desired. O

)
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Now let us prove the existence of a solution to Problem 4.2.

Theorem 5.1. Let A € M and p be two nonzero finite Borel measures on S™~ ' that are not
concentrated on any closed hemisphere. There exists a K € ji/(g‘) such that

no C@(K")
lul — Co(K,5"1) o

if either ¥ € Cq satisfies (5.11) and G € 9y, or G € Cq satisfies (5.11) and ¥ € 9.

Proof. Under the assumptions on G and W, it follows from Proposition 4.1 iii) that Cg(Q, S™"!) # 0
for all Q € ,}i/(g) In view of Lemma 5.1, one only needs to find an L € ,}if(g) which solves the

optimization problem (5.1), i.e., L must satisfy that T~/G7,\(L*) = XN/G,A(B") and TN/\IW(L) = « with

a = inf {f@,u(@) : V(@) = Vaa(B™) and Q € ;z/(g)} . (5.15)

It is clear that the infimum is taking over a nonempty subset of ji/(;‘) because B" satisfies the
desired constraint condition in (5.15). In particular, this shows

o < Vi (B") = /S W(E 1) dpl) < oo

Moreover, for each Q € Ay, the function ¢ — ‘7(;,)\(0@*) is continuous on ¢ € (0,00) and
?G,A(COQV*) = ‘N/G,A(B") for some

x, 051 (6)].

c 6[ min p=! , ma
0 p5.(€) cesn1

gesn—1 Q*
The latter statement can be seen from the following argument: the fact that G is strictly decreasing
on its second variable, and mingcgn—1 pél(f) Q" C B" C maxgegn1 pél(f) - Q* yield that

7 -1 * iyt n 7 . -1 Wt
VG,)\(gg}ﬁ}flp@* (€)@ ) < Vea(B") < VG,A(gé%}Elpé*(g) Q )

In conclusion, the optimization problem (5.15) is well-defined and admits a minimizing sequence,
say {K;}o C Ay, such that, by (3.12),

Vaa(B") = VaalKi) = | G(E pi: (€) dA(E) < +o0, (5.16)
o= lim Vg, (K;) = lim L V(6P (©)) dn(s). (5.17)

For the case when U € C4 satisfies (5.11) and G € ¥, one sees that (5.16) verifies (5.10), and
then Lemma 5.2 yields the uniform boundedness of {K;}ien. On the other hand, (5.17) implies
(5.12), and Lemma 5.3 can be applied to obtain that (without loss of generality) K; — L for some
L e Jif(g) For the case when G € Cy4 satisfies (5.11) and ¥ € ¥, one sees that (5.17) verifies
(5.10), and then Lemma 5.2 yields the uniform boundedness of { K} }ien. Similarly, (5.16) verifies
(5.12), and Lemma 5.3 can be applied to obtain that (without loss of generality) K — L* for
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some L € ,}if(g) In both cases, one has K; — L € Jif(g) and K — L* as © — oo. It is easily checked
by the dominated convergence theorem and T~/G7 A(B™) = lim; o T~/G7 A(K) for all ¢ € N that

o= Jim Vo) = [ lim W€ pm (©)du©) = [ W€ pu©) dule) = TaL)

1—00 n—1 1—00

Var(B") = [ Jim G(epw: (©)au) = [ Glepur (©)dute) = V(L")
Consequently L € Ji/(g) solves the optimization problem (5.1). By Lemma 5.1, (5.14) holds for
K =1L~ O

The following corollary is an easy consequence of Theorem 5.1 and Proposition 4.1 iii).

Corollary 5.1. Assume that either ¥ € C4 satisfies (5.11) and G € 9, or G € Cq4 satisfies (5.11)
and U € 94;. Let A\ € M be strictly positive on nonempty open subsets of S*~' and p be a nonzero
finite Borel measure on S"~1. Then the following statements are equivalent.

i) The measure u on S"~1 is not concentrated on any closed hemisphere.

i1) There exists a K € H o) such that

I C@(K")

ul — Co(K,Sm1)

Recall that if ¥ € ¢;, then \T/(g, t)=W(, %) € ¢;. Similarly, if ¥ € Cy, then U € C;. Moreover,
if U satisfies

tli)m W(£,t) = +oo for each €€ "1, (5.18)

then U satisfies (5.11). Applying Theorem 5.1 and Corollary 5.1 to the triple 0 = (G,\T/,)\),
together with (3.6), one can easily get a solution to the Musielak-Orlicz-Gauss image problem (i.e.,
Problem 4.1), which is summarized below.

Theorem 5.2. Let A € M and p be two nonzero finite Borel measures on S™ ' that are not
concentrated on any closed hemisphere. Assume that either ¥ € Cy satisfies (5.18) and G € 9, or
G € Cq satisfies (5.11) and VU € ¥;. Then, there exists a K € H ) such that

ﬂ o 5@([{7')

== . (5.19)
lul - Co(K,Sn1)

If, in addition, X is strictly positive on nonempty open subsets of S™~1, then the assumption on p,
i.e., ji is a nonzero finite Borel measure on S™~1 that is not concentrated on any closed hemisphere,
is also necessary for (5.19) holding true for some K € Jif(o).

Theorem 5.2 not only gives a Musielak-Orlicz generalization of [21, Theorem 6.4], but also
provides additional quite different assumptions on G, ¥ (i.e., G € Cg4 satisfies (5.11) and ¥ € ¥7) to
guarantee the existence of solutions to the corresponding Minkowski type problems. In particular,
the assumption that G € C; satisfies (5.11) and ¥ € ¢; easily implies the existence of solutions to
Problem 4.5, due to (4.6), by letting G = —logt € C; which of course satisfies (5.11).
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Theorem 5.3. Let A\ € M and p be two nonzero finite Borel measures on S™~ ' that are not
concentrated on any closed hemisphere. For W € 4y, there exists a K € e%/(g‘) such that
Jo (K,

oo Jeal) (5.20)

lul Ty (K, S1)
If, in addition, X is strictly positive on nonempty open subsets of S"~1, then the assumption on i,
i.e., i1 is a nonzero finite Borel measure on S™~1 that is not concentrated on any closed hemisphere,
is also necessary for (5.20) holding true for some K € ji/(:)

The existence of solutions to the Musielak-Orlicz-Aleksandrov problem (i.e., Problem 4.6) is an
easy consequence of Theorem 5.3 by letting dA(§) = d&.

Corollary 5.2. Let ¥ € 9; and pn be a nonzero finite Borel measure on S"~'. The following two
statements are equivalent.

i) The measure p is not concentrated on any closed hemisphere.

ii) There exists a K € H gy such that

1 j\I/(Kv)

lul Ty (K, Sn-1)

6 A solution to the Musielak-Orlicz-Gauss image problem for
even data

In this section, we will discuss the existence of solutions to the Musielak-Orlicz-Gauss image
problem for even data. Most of the proofs in this sections follow along the lines similar to those in
Section 5, so we will mainly focus on the difference and modifications in the proofs.

Recall that a convex body K € e%/(;‘) is said to be origin-symmetric if —z € K for all z € K.
Denote by 2" C Jif(g) the collection of all origin-symmetric convex bodies. Let C(€2) be the set

of all even continuous functions defined on Q@ C S"~! and CF(Q) contains all strictly positive
functions in C,(2). Consider the following optimization problems:

inf {V/W(Q) Van(Q*) = Vaa(B") and Q € ,;z/“} , (6.1)
inf {Va,(f) - %A<<f> ) = Vaa(B") and f € CF (5"7) |, (6.2)
oy = sup { V(@) : V(@) = Vo (B") and Q € " | (6.3)
sup { Vo, (1) : Vaa((f)") = Va(B") and f € CF (5" }. (6.4)

Lemma 6.1. Let A € M and pi be nonzero finite even Borel measures on S™~'. Suppose that
G € C and ¥ € C such that G(&,t) = G(—&,t) and W (&, t) = W(—E£,t) for all (€,1) € S x (0, 00),
and Co(Q,S™ 1) # 0 for all Q € ™.

i) Let W € Cq. If (6.1) admits a solution, say K € J£)", then Ky = K* € J" is a solution to
Problem 4.2, namely, the following holds:

p Ce(Ky,-)
lnl Ce(Ko,Sm1)’ o

ii) Let @ € Cr. If (6.3) admits a solution, say K € J", then Ky = K* € £ is a solution to
Problem 4.2, namely, (6.5) holds.

26



Proof. Let f € CF(S"~ 1) be such that Ve (
Var({pipy)*) = Ve (B™) and Vi u(pgy) = Vi

Vau(f) = /S LYESEd©) = [ (6 () di€) = Vo (i)

Sn—1

(N = VG)\(Bn). It follows from (3.18) that
(f)). W e Cy, (3.17) yields

and similarly, if U € Cy, (3.17) yields

Voulf) = [ eSO < [ ¥ (€pi(©) dnle) = Vi (o1z).

Hence, px € CF(S" 1) solves the optimization problem (6.2), if K € % solves (6.1); while
pr € CH(S™1) solves the optimization problem (6.4), if K € 2" solves (6.3).

Let G € C and ¥ € C; Uy satisfy the assumptions in Lemma 6.1. Let g € C.(S""!) be an
arbitrary continuous function on S"~1. As px € CF(S"1), for sufficiently small e; and e, it is
meaningful to define f., ., as in (5.4). It follows from (3.30) (with f = f;, .,) that

%~G A(<f61,62> ) =— /nl g(§) dC@(<fa1752>*,§), (6.6)
%~G A(<f€1,az> ) = _C®(<fa1,ez>*,5n_1) #0. (6.7)

Again, the method of Lagrange multipliers can be applied to the optimization problems (6.2) or
(6.4) to get a constant k = k(g), independent of g, such that

9
aEi

Note that Ve ((fo.0)*) = Var(K*) = Vg.a(B). Together with (3.12), (5.5), (6.6), (6.7), and (6.8),
one can easily have, for all g € C.(S"™1),

T / \
/Snl 9(8) du(€) = Co(K*,5" 1) Jon 9(§) dCo (K™, §).
That is, (6.5) holds by letting Ko = K*. .

=0, i=1,2 (6.8)

e1=e2=0

(VoulFer e2) + £ (Vor({fer.22)) = Va(B™))

The existence of solutions to Problem 4.2 for even data is given in the following theorem.

Theorem 6.1. Let A € M and p be two nonzero finite even Borel measures on S~ that are not
concentrated on any great subsphere. Suppose that G € C and ¥ € C such that G(§,t) = G(=&,1)
and W(£,t) = U(=¢,t) for all (€,t) € S™1 x (0,00).
i) If either U € Cy satisfies (5.11) and G € 9, or G € Cq satisfies (5.11) and ¥ € ¥, then there
exists a Ko € . such that (6.5) holds.

If. in addition, X\ is strictly positive on nonempty open subsets of S™', then the assumption
on p, i.e., ji is a nonzero finite even Borel measure on S"~! that is not concentrated on any great
subsphere, is also necessary for (6.5) holding true for some K € .

ii) Assume that, in addition, p vanishes on great subspheres. If ¥ € Cr and G € 9, then there
exists a Ko € " such that (6.5) holds.

i11) Assume that, in addition, | vanishes on great subspheres and there exists a constant C €
(—00,00), such that

inf log [v - &| dA(&) > C. (6.9)
vesn—1 Sn—1
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If U € Cy, then there exists a K € " such that

ﬂ _ J\I/,A(Kv )
| Je (K, S

Proof. For v e S" ! and B € (0,1), let

(6.10)

iﬁ(v) ={ue S |u-v > B}

i) We first claim that the optimization problem (6.1) has a solution under the assumptions ¥ € Cy4
satisfies (5.11) and G € ¥;. The case when G € C4 satisfies (5.11) and ¥ € ¥, follows along the
same lines.

Following the proof of Theorem 5.1, the optimization problem (6.1) is well-defined and a
limiting sequence {K;};eny can be found such that VG7,\(K*) = Vg A(B™) for all i € N and
lim; 00 ‘N/\pu(Kz) < ‘7@7M(B”). In particular, G € ¢; and {K;}ieny C £ is a sequence satisfying
(5.10). This shows that the sequence {K;};en is uniformly bounded, which follows from an

n

argument similar to the proof of Lemma 5.2, mainly with Ji/( o) replaced by .#." and with the inner

product replaced by its absolute value (consequently, with ¥z(-) replaced by f‘,g()), respectively.
On the other hand, as ¥ € C,4 satisfies (5.11) and {K;}ien C 2" satisfies (5.12), there exists a
subsequence of {K; };en converging to some L € J£."; again this follows from an argument similar
to the proof of Lemma 5.3. Without loss of generality, let K; — L € J£" and then K} — L*.
Consequently, VGA(L*) = VG,A(B”) and lim;_, VWM(KZ) = V@,M(L), namely, L € J" solves the
optimization problem (6.1). This, together with Lemma 6.1, yields Ky = L* € " satisfying (6.5).

Recall that if A € M is strictly positive on nonempty open subsets of S”~!, then Cg (K, -) is not
concentrated on any closed hemisphere of S"~!. As Cg(K,-) is an even measure, then Cg(K,-) is
in fact not concentrated on any great subsphere. Consequently, if, in addition, X is strictly positive
on nonempty open subsets of S”~!, then the assumption on s, i.e., j is a nonzero finite even Borel
measure on S™ ! not concentrated on any great subsphere, is also necessary for (6.5) holding true
for some K € ..

ii) We first claim that the optimization problem (6.3) has a solution under the assumptions ¥ € C;
and G' € 9. Indeed, following the proof of Theorem 5.1, the optimization problem (6.3) is well-
defined and a limiting sequence { K };cn can be found such that Vg \(K) = Vg A(B") for alli € N
and

as = lim Vg ,(K;) = lim U (&, px, (€)) du(€) > Vi ,(B™) > 0. (6.11)

1—00 1—00 gn—1

In particular, G € ¢; and { K }ieny C . satisfy (5.10); this implies that the sequence {K; }ien is
uniformly bounded (by an argument similar to the proof of Lemma 5.2). Let R be the constant
such that K; C RB™ for all i € N. The Blaschke selection theorem can be applied to get a compact
convex set L C R™ and a subsequence of {K;}ien (which will still be denoted by {K;}ien) such
that K; — L in the Hausdorfl metric.

Clearly L is origin-symmetric. If L ¢ ", then there exists wg € S"~!, such that

ngol:{:EGR”::E-wo:O}. (6.12)

The fact that ¥ € 47 implies 0 < max,cgn-1 ¥ (u, R) := C1 < co. As u is a nonzero finite even
Borel measure that vanishes on all great subspheres of S"~!, it can be checked that

(S nwg) =p( () (577 Salwo))) = Tim pu(S" Sp(u)).
B€(0,1] o
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Let € > 0. Then there exists . € (0,1) such that

As V¥ € ¥ and K; C RB™ for all © € N, one has

[ e s | W (€, R) dpe) < (6.13)
Sn=1\X g, (wo)

g
5"71\§55 (wo) 2

It follows from (6.12) that lim; o0 hi,(wo) = hr(we) = 0. This further implies that pg, — 0
uniformly on Yg(wp) as i — oo for any 5 € (0,1) (see a similar argument in Lemma 5.3). The
dominated convergence theorem and ¥ € ¥ yield the existence of i. € N, such that, for all i > i.,

L el aue <
Y5, (wo)

| ™

Together with (6.13), one sees, for all i > i.,

/s W (& pr, (6)) dp(€) <e.

Taking (6.11) into account, one gets a contradiction as follows:

O=an=lim [ W(Epx,(©)) du(6) = / W (€, pr(£)) dpu(€) > 0.

1—00 Jgn—1 Sn—1

This concludes that L € J£.".

In conclusion, one gets an origin-symmetric convex body L € " such that K; — L and
then K — L*. Moreover, ay, = Vi, (L) and Vg \(L*) = Vg (B"), namely, L € J" solves the
optimization problem (6.3). This, together with Lemma 6.1, yields Ky = L* € £ satisfying (6.5).

iii) In view of (4.10), to find a K € " satisfying (6.10), one needs to solve the optimization
problem (6.3) under the case G = logt (or, equivalently, G = —logt which can be clearly seen
from (3.8) and (4.10)). In this case, Viz A(+) has to be replaced by £\(K) defined in (4.9):

EAK) = Vioga(K") = [ 108 prc (€)4X(E).

To be more precise, the optimization problem (6.3) now becomes

Qg = Sup {‘N/@M(Q) :E\(Q)=0and Q € Jf/e"} . (6.14)

Following the proof of Theorem 5.1, the optimization problem (6.14) is well-defined and a limiting
sequence {K;};cn can be found such that £\(K;) = 0 for all i € N and

0y = lim Vg, (K) = lim [ (& pr,(€) du(€) = V5, (B") > 0.
i—00 ) i—00 Jgn—1 )
The sequence { K };cn is uniformly bounded. To see this, let R; = max,cgn—1 pK;(v) = pk, (vi) and
v; — vp € S"L. Assume that sup;ey R; = 00. As K; € " for i € N, one has hg, (&) > R; |v; - €|
for all £ € S"~1. By (2.3), (4.9), (6.9), and &) (K;) = 0 for all i € N, one gets, for all i € N,

0- /S L loghic(©aN©) = [

Sn—

log |v; - €] dA(€) + A(S" 1) log R; > C + A\(S" 1) log R;.
1
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Consequently, a contradiction can be obtained as follows:

400 =suplo R-§;<oo.
e )
Hence sup;cy R; < oo and the sequence {K;}icn is uniformly bounded. The rest of the proof is
then identical to the proof for ii). O

The existence of solutions to the Musielak-Orlicz-Gauss image problem (i.e., Problem 4.1) for
even measures can be obtained by applying Theorem 6.1 to the triple © = (G, ¥, A) and by (3.6).

Theorem 6.2. Let A € M and i be two nonzero finite even Borel measures on S"~! that are not
concentrated on any great subsphere. Suppose that G € C and ¥ € C such that G(§,t) = G(=&,1)
and W(£,t) = U(=¢,t) for all (£,t) € S™1 x (0,00).

i) If either U € Cy satisfies (5.18) and G € 9, or G € Cq satisfies (5.11) and U € ¥y, there exists
a Ko € 2" such that

i o 6@(K07')

= — . (6.15)
lul  Co(Koy,Sm1)

If, in addition, X\ is strictly positive on nonempty open subsets of S, then the assumption on
W, i.e., ji is a nonzero finite even Borel measure on S"' that is not concentrated on any great
subsphere, is also necessary for (6.15) holding true for some Koy € ..

ii) Assume that, in addition, p vanishes on great subspheres. If ¥ € Cq and G € 9, then there
exists a Ko € " satisfying (6.15).

The existence of solutions to Problem 4.5 for even measures can be established as well. Part i)
of the following theorem is obtained from (4.6) and Theorem 6.2, and by letting G = —logt € Cy4
which satisfies (5.11). Part ii) of the following theorem is obtained by (4.11) and by applying Part
iii) of Theorem 6.1 to the the function W(¢,t) = W (&, 1/t) instead of W itself.

Theorem 6.3. Let A € M and pu be two nonzero finite even Borel measures on S~ that are
not concentrated on any great subsphere. Let ¥ € C be such that V(§,t) = V(=E,t) for all
(€,t) € S x (0, 00).

i) If W € 91, then there exists a K € " such that
Iz Ty (K, ")

= TEAT (6.16)
lul Ty (K, Sn1)

If, in addition, X is strictly positive on nonempty open subsets of S"~1, then the assumption on i,
i.e., ji is not concentrated on any great subsphere of S"71, is also necessary for (6.16) holding for
some K € 2.

i1) Assume that, in addition, p vanishes on great subspheres and there exists a constant C €
(—00,00) such that (6.9) holds. If ¥ € Cq, then there exists a K € " satisfying (6.16).

Note that f{&v_#o} log |€ - v| d§ = C' is independent of v and C' is finite. Applying Theorem 6.3
to the measure dA(§) = d§, one can obtain a solution to the Musielak-Orlicz-Aleksandrov problem
(i.e., Problem 4.6) for even measures.
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Corollary 6.1. Let 1 be a nonzero finite even Borel measure on S"~' and U € 4; U9, be such
that W(&,t) = U(—&,t) for all (£,t) € ™1 x (0,00).
i) If U € 9r, then there exists a K € " such that

[ul Ty (K, 571) (10

if and only if j1 is a nonzero finite even Borel measure on S™~! that is not concentrated on any
great subsphere of S™1.

ii) Assume that, in addition, pu vanishes on any great subspheres of S"~'. If W € 4, then there
exists K € " such that (6.17) holds.
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