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The L, dual Minkowski problem for unbounded closed
convex sets *

Wen Ai, Yunlong Yang and Deping Ye

Abstract

The central focus of this paper is the L, dual Minkowski problem for C-compatible sets,
where C' is a pointed closed convex cone in R™ with nonempty interior. Such a problem
deals with the characterization of the (p,¢)-th dual curvature measure of a C-compatible set.
It produces new Monge-Ampere equations for unbounded convex hypersurface, often defined
over open domains and with non-positive unknown convex functions. Within the family of
C-determined sets, the L, dual Minkowski problem is solved for 0 # p € R and ¢ € R; while
it is solved for the range of p < 0 and p < ¢ within the newly defined family of (C,p, q)-close
sets. When p < ¢, we also obtain some results regarding the uniqueness of solutions to the L,
dual Minkowski problem for C-compatible sets.
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1 Introduction

The Brunn-Minkowski theory of convex bodies (i.e., compact convex subsets of R” with nonempty
interiors) is a fundamental area in mathematics originating from the combination of volume and
Minkowski addition, which leads to many far-reaching results, such as the Brunn-Minkowski
inequality, the Minkowski first inequality, the Alexandrov-Fenchel inequality, the classical Minkowski
problem and its solutions, etc (see Schneider [59] for a comprehensive introduction of this theory).
These results have found important applications in various areas of mathematics, e.g., analysis,
geometry, probability, and many more. Dual to the Brunn-Minkowski theory of convex bodies,
Lutwak in [47, 48] defined the radial additions of convex bodies and the intersection bodies, and
proved the dual Brunn-Minkowski and Minkowski inequalities for convex bodies. (Note that the dual
theory also works for star bodies). These results lead to the resolution of the famous Busemann-
Petty problem [24, 26, 75]. Recently, a breakthrough in the dual Brunn-Minkowski theory has
been made by Huang, Lutwak, Yang and Zhang in [34], where the dual curvature measures of
convex bodies were obtained by the variation of the g-th dual volume in terms of the Minkowski
addition. The introduction of the dual curvature measures of convex bodies not only gives the
long-time missing geometric measures in the dual Brunn-Minkowski theory, but also leads to the
dual Minkowski problem for convex bodies, which at the first time brings the radial functions of
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theory, L, dual Minkowski problem.



convex bodies into the Minkowski type problems. Since then, many important contributions to the
dual Minkowski problem have been made, see e.g., [9, 12, 16, 30, 31, 40, 45, 71, 72, 78, 79].

The above-mentioned Brunn-Minkowski theory and its dual theory deal with compact convex
sets in R™. A natural question to ask is: what are the analogous theories for unbounded convex
sets in R™? Unbounded closed convex sets have demonstrated their fundamental significance in
various areas, including differential geometry, partial differential equations, commutative algebra,
and singularity theory, see e.g., [41, 56, 58, 70]. The first step towards the Brunn-Minkowski theory
for unbounded convex sets in R" was made by Schneider in [60] following from the pioneer works
[42] by Khovanskii and Timorin, and [54] by Milman and Rotem; while the dual Brunn-Minkowski
theory for unbounded convex sets in R™ was recently started by Li, Ye and Zhu in [43]. The
unbounded convex subsets of interest are the C-compatible sets (including the C-close sets and
C-full sets by Schneider [60, 61]) introduced in [43]. Hereafter, we call C' C R™ a pointed closed
convex cone, if C'={Az: A >0 and z € C} is a closed and convex set such that C' has nonempty
interior and C'N (—C') = {o} with o being the origin of R". The polar cone C° of a pointed closed
convex cone C'is given by

C°={reR":2-y<0 forall yeC}, (1.1)

where x - y represents the inner product of z,y € R™. An unbounded closed convex set o ¢ E C C
is called C-compatible [43] if

E=cn () {H;:EgHu‘}. (1.2)
u€EN o

Hereafter, Qco = S" ! NintC® is the intersection of S™~!, the unit sphere in R”, and intC®, the
interior of C°. We also use H,, for lower half space with unit outer normal v € S"~!. By a C-close
set, we mean a C-compatible set A with V,,(C'\A) being finite. If A is a C-close set, then its
complement set A = C'\A is called a C-coconvex set. If in addition A = C'\ A is bounded, then A

will be called a C-full set.
Let Z¢ be the collection of C-compatible sets. It will play essential roles in the dual theory

of unbounded convex sets in R™. For A € %, its support and radial functions, denoted by
ho(A, ) 1 Qee — (—00,0) and po(A,-) : Q¢ — (0, 00], can be defined by

ho(A,u) =sup{x-u:z € A} for u € Qco, (1.3)

pc(Av) =sup{r > 0:rve C\A} for v € Q. (1.4)
Here Q¢ = S™ ' NintC. With the help of radial function, Li, Ye and Zhu [43] defined the ¢-th dual
volume of C-compatible set A € % as follows:

. 1
Vi) = [ pela, oy
C

for 0 # ¢ € R. If ‘7(1(/&) < 00, then A is called a (C,q)-close set. In particular, when ¢ = n,
V,(A) = V,(C'\A) is the volume of C'\ A, and hence a (C,n)-close set is a C-close set.

The L, addition of C-coconvex sets, called the p-co-sum [60, 74], is used as an algebraic operation
to form new C-coconvex sets. Let A; and Ay be two C-close sets. For p € (0, 1], the p-co-sum of
C-coconvex sets Ay = C'\A; and Ay = C'\A,, denoted by A; @, A,, is given as the following:

C\(A; &, A2) =Cn ﬂ {zeR":z-u< —he(A @, As,u)}, (1.5)
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where he(A,u) = —he(A,u) > 0 denotes the support function of A = C'\A, and
he(Ar @, As,u) = [he(Ay, ) + ho(As,w)P)r for u € Qce (1.6)

is the support function of A; &, As. When p = 1, it is the co-sum of C-coconvex sets formulated
by Schneider [60], written as A; & As. Fundamental results in the L, Brunn-Minkowski theory for
C-coconvex sets include, for example, the L, Brunn-Minkowski inequality for p = 1 by Schneider
[60] and for p € (0,1) by Yang, Ye, and Zhu [74]:

Vi (Ay @y A)n < V(A" + Vi (Ag) 7, (1.7)

with equality if and only if A; = a A, for some a > 0. A consequence of (1.7) is the L, Minkowski
inequality for C-coconvex sets, for p = 1 by Schneider [60] and p € (0, 1) by Yang, Ye, and Zhu [74]:
_ 1 — — n—p P
V”@Ag:—/ Fo( A, )P dS 1 (A1, 1) < Vi(Ar) TV (As) (1.8)
Qo

n

with equality if and only if A; = aA, for some v > 0. Here, S,,_1,(A,-) = S,_1,(A,-) is the L,
surface area measures of A and A, which can be formulated by (say for A): for p =1 [60],

Sp1(A,n) =" (vy'(n)) for every Borel set n C Qceo,

where 7"~ denotes the (n — 1)-dimensional Hausdorff measure and vy ' is the reverse Gauss map
of A, and for p € R (p =0 in [60] and p # 0 in [74]),

dSnpr(A? ) = (_hC’(A7 '))17pdSnfl(A> ) (19)

It is worth to mention that the above mentioned inequalities for C-coconvex sets are similar to their
analogues of convex bodies with opposite directions of inequalities.

A direct application of the L, Minkowski inequality (1.8) is the establishment of the uniqueness
of solutions to the L, Minkowski problem for C-close sets raised by Yang, Ye and Zhu [74] and for
p = 1 by Schneider [60]. By the L, Minkwoski problem for C-close sets, we mean the characterization
of the L, surface area measures of C-close sets. Progress on this problem include the existence of
solutions to: the Minkowski problem (i.e., p = 1) by Schneider [60, 61, 63] for finite and/or infinite
measures, the Minkowski problem (i.e., p = 1) by Zhang [77] for nonzero o-finite Borel measures, the
L, Minkowski problem by Yang, Ye and Zhu [74] when the finite measure is supported on compact
subsets of {2ce for 0 # p € R, and the L, Minkowski problem for 0 < p < 1 by Ai, Ye and Zhu [1]
for finite Borel measures as well as the continuity of the solutions. A recent work by Schneider [64]
studied the weighted Minkowski problem for finite measures. Please refer to [19, 55, 69] for similar
works on the Minkowski type problems for unbounded convex hypersurfaces and [32] for its L,
version. Let us pause here to mention that the L, Minkowski problem for convex bodies, starting
from the groundbreaking work of Lutwak [49], is one of the central objects in convex geometry,
which has found fundamental applications in many areas, including analysis, affine geometry,
partial differential equations, etc. Here we list a few contributions among others: the centro-
affine Minkowski problem [20, 38, 81|, the L,-Minkowski problem for polytopes [36, 51, 82, 83], the
connections of the L, Minkowski problem with PDEs [18, 33, 37, 46, 68], and the establishment of
the affine Sobolev inequalities and the Blaschke-Santald inequalities [21, 28, 50, 53, 76].
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The case p = 0 is of particular interest. In this case, the L, Minkowski problems (for convex
bodies or C-coconvex sets) become the log-Minkowski problems, aiming to characterize the cone-
volume measures (for convex bodies or C-coconvex sets). See [7, 8, 11, 17, 29, 65, 67, 80| for the
amazing contributions on the log-Minkowksi problem in the setting of convex bodies. The uniqueness
of solutions to the log-Minkowksi problem for convex bodies is a major problem, still quite open
in convex geometry, see [3, 10, 22, 23, 66]. In the setting of the C-coconvex sets, Schneider in [60]
established the existence of solutions to the log-Minkowski problem, and raised an open problem
regarding the uniqueness of solutions to the log-Minkowski problem. It has been discovered by
Yang, Ye, and Zhu in [74] that a log-Minkowski inequality for C-coconvex sets can be established
and hence the uniqueness of solutions to the log-Minkowski problem for C-coconvex sets can be
obtained. This phenomenon shows that the settings of convex bodies and C-coconvex sets are quite
different: when it is easy for convex bodies, it could be quite challenging for C-coconvex sets; and
when it is challenging for convex bodies, it is usually easy for C-coconvex sets.

The cone-volume measures (for both convex bodies and C-coconvex sets) have two different
expressions. For example, the cone-volume measure of C-coconvex sets can be viewed as the L,
surface area measure by letting p = 0 in (1.9); it can also be viewed as 5q(A, -) for ¢ = n. Here,

Cy(A, ) is the g-th dual curvature measure of C-coconvex sets introduced by Li, Ye and Zhu in [43]:

N % fag(n) ,Oc(A, v)qdv, q 7& 07

OQ(A7 7]) =
Jay o 2 ¢=0,

for each Borel set 7 C {2¢o, where ajy is the reverse radial Gauss map of A. Under certain conditions,
the ¢g-th dual curvature measures of C-coconvex sets can be derived from a variationl formula of the
¢-th dual volume V() in terms of the log-co-sum of C-coconvex sets.

The above mentioned ¢-th dual curvature measure can also be defined for C-compatible sets.
Related dual Minkowski problem for C-compatible sets was posed in [43], which again asks whether
a given measure defined on 2co can be the ¢-th dual curvature measure of some C-compatible sets.
In [43], Li, Ye and Zhu were able to solve the above dual Minkowski problem for C-compatible sets
when ¢ > 0 and the given measure is a nonzero finite Borel measure on {¢e.

In this paper, we will study the L, dual Minkowski problem for C-compatible sets. Our
motivation is the L,, dual Minkowski problem for convex bodies initiated by Lutwak, Yang and Zhang
[52]. Remarkable contributions on the L, dual Minkowski probelm include [6, 13, 14, 27, 35, 39, 44],
among others. The problem of interest is stated below.

The L, dual Minkowski problem for C-compatible sets: Given a nonzero finite Borel measure
p defined on Qco and real numbers p,q, under what conditions does there exist a C'-compatible set

A € Zc such that p= C,4(A,-), where

dC,.4 (A, -
Lol _ (a2
dC,(A, ")
Hereafter, 5,,,[1(1&, -) will be called the (p, ¢)-th dual curvature measure of A € 4. When ¢ = n, the
L,, dual Minkowski problem for C-compatible sets reduces to the L, Minkowski problem [60, 74].
The L, dual Minkowski problem for C-compatible sets reduces to the Monge-Ampere type



equations in certain circumstance. A typical example of such Monge-Ampere type equations is

{ (—h(u))7Pdet (V2h(u) + h(u)]) = f(u)(h?(u) + |[Vh(u)|?)Z" for u€ Qce,
hmu—)@QCO ]’L(U) =0,

where f: Qco — [0, 00) is the density function of p with respect to the spherical Lebesgue measure
du, and h : Qco — (—00,0] is the unknown convex function. Here, I is the identity matrix, det B
is the determinant of a matrix B, V and V? are the gradient and, respectively, Hessian operators
with respect to an orthonormal frame on S™=1and 0Qco is the boundary of Qco.

Observe that, Cp4(A,-) = Cy(A,-). Hence, the L, dual Minkowski problem becomes the dual
Minkowski problem for C-compatible sets [43] when p = 0. The case p = 0 and ¢ = 0 are closely
related to the Alexandrov problem [2].

Our main results are given in Section 4, which establishes the existence of solutions to the L,
dual Minkowski problem for C-compatible sets. The first result is for C-full sets, whose statement
focuses on p # 0 (and the case for p = 0 can be seen in [43]):

Theorem 1.1. Let p,g € R, p # 0, and pu be a nonzero finite Borel measure defined on Qco whose
support concentrates on a compact set w C Qco. The following statements hold.

(i) If ¢ # 0 and p # q, then there exists a C-full set A such that p = 6p,q(A, ).

(ii) If ¢ = 0, then there exists a C-full set A such that = J;(A,-), where J;(A,-) = Cpo(A,-).

For p,q € R, a C-compatible set A € % is called a (C, p, q)-close set if

(A, Qo) = / (—ho (A, u))PdC(A, u) < oo,

When p = 0, the (C,0, g)-close set is just the (C, q)-close set for ¢ € R proposed by Li, Ye and Zhu
in [43]. In particular, (C,0,n)-close sets are the C-close sets in [60]. Applying the approximation
method used in [60, 61, 63, 64], Theorem 4.1 can be extended to a more general setting, namely,
the (C, p, q)-close sets, which can be summarized as follows.

Theorem 1.2. Let p,q € R and p be a nonzero finite Borel measure defined on Qce. If p <0 and
p < q, then there exists a (C,p, q)-close set A such that p = C, 4(A,-).

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we will provide some basic background. Section 3
dedicates to the introduction of (p, ¢)-th dual curvature measure and its related variational formula.
The proofs of Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 will be given in Section 4, while Section 5 focuses on some results
regarding the uniqueness of the solutions to the L, dual Minkowski problem for C-compatible sets.

2 Background and Preliminaries

In this section, we will present some essential notations and background which are necessary for
the presentation of this paper. For a comprehensive reference on these topics, we recommend books
[59, 62] by Schneider, which serve as excellent resources.



Denote by E, intE, OF and E°, respectively, the closure, the interior, the boundary, and the
complement of £ C R". For a € R, the hyperplane with normal vector u € S"! is defined as

H(u,a) ={x e R": z-u = a}.
The upper and lower halfspaces can be given by
H (u,a) ={x €R":z-u>a} and H (u,a) ={x € R": z-u < a}.

Recall that C' C R™ is a pointed closed convex cone, if C'= {Az : A > 0 and z € C} is a closed
and convex set such that C' has nonempty interior and C'N (—C') = {o} with o being the origin of
R™. Let Q¢ = S" ' NintC and Q¢o = S* ! NintC°, where S™ ! is the unit sphere in R and C° is
polar cone of C' defined in (1.1). The objects of interest are the C-compatible sets given in (1.2),
ie.,

p=cn (N {m BcH),

Ueﬂco

where H, denotes a halfspace with normal vector v € S"~1.

Special C-compatible sets include C-close sets (i.e., the volume of C'\ E is finite), C-full sets
(the set C'\ F is bounded), and the C-determined sets. Hereafter, for a compact set w C Q¢e, a
C-compatible set A is said to be C-determined by w, if

A=Cn()H (uhc(A,u), (2.1)

ucw

where he(A, ) denotes the support function of A given in (1.3). Denote by £ (C,w) the family of
C-compatible sets that are C-determined by w. We say A a C-determined set if A € £ (C,w) for
some compact set w C Qgo. Clearly any C-determined set must be C-full. Note that for £ € %,
the hyperplane H(u,hc(F,u)) is called the supporting hyperplane of E with unit outer normal
vector u € Qgo. Combining with the p-co-sum and the volume, Yang, Ye and Zhu [74] derived a
variational formula using the Wulff shape, and subsequently introduced the notion of the L, surface
area measure of a C-determined set A € #(C,w) when 0 # p € R (see its definition in (1.9)). We
will derive a variational formula for the ¢g-th dual volume in terms of the p-co-sum of C-determined
sets in Theorem 3.8.

The convex hull and polarities are fundamental in convex geometry. In the case of C-compatible
sets, such notions have been given by Li, Ye and Zhu in [43]. For a nonempty set o ¢ E C C| its
closed convex hull with respect to C' is defined by

conv(E,C):ﬂ{E:EisaC’-close set SuchthatECE}:Cﬂ ﬂ {HU_:EQHU_}.

UEQCO

In view of (1.2), one sees that, o ¢ E C C is C-compatible if F = conv(E, (). The copolar set of
o¢ E C C is defined in [43] (see also [4, 57, 73] for similar definitions) by

El={yeC®:xz-y<-—1forall z € E} CC".

In particular, the bipolar theorem holds, namely, (E&)g. = E if E is a C-compatible set. Moreover,
for any C-compatible set E, one has

ho(E u) - poe(Eg,u) = —1 for u € Qco,
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where he(E,-) and po(E, ) are the support and radial functions defined in (1.3) and (1.4).
Recall that .Z- denotes the collection of C-compatible sets. For each A € %, one can define
va 1 OA NintC — 8™, the Gauss map of A, by: for each F' C 0A NintC,

va(F) = {ue S FNH (u, he(A,u)) £ 0},

where H (u, hc(A, u)) is the supporting hyperplane of A at the direction u. By vy', we mean the
reverse Gauss map of A. Let S, _1(A, ) denote the surface area measure of A € %, and then, for
any Borel set n C (2o, one has

Sn-1(A,m) = A" (v (n),

where 7% is the k-dimensional Hausdorff measure. When A € % is a C-close set, Schneider in
[60] formulated the volume of A = C'\A as follows:

V(4) = /Q Fre(A, u)dS 1 (A, ) = — = /Q ho(A, w)dS, (A, ),

n n
where S,,_1(4,) = S,_1(A,-).

Recall that the p-co-sum of C-coconvex sets is defined in (1.5) and (1.6). Note that formula (1.6)
can be also used to define the p-co-sum of C-compatible sets. A slight modification of (1.6) can be
used to define the log-co-sum of C-compatible sets (i.e., the case p = 0). Indeed, for 7 € [0, 1] and
Ay Ay € Zo, let (1 —7)A; @ TAs denote the log-co-sum of A; and Ay with respect to 7, which is
defined by its support function given by, for u € Q¢o,

Ec<<1 — T)Al EBO TAQ, U) = (Ec(Al, u))l_T<Ec(A2, U))T = (—hc(Al, u))l_T(—hc(AQ, u))T
That is, the log-co-sum of C-coconvex sets A; and A, is given by:

C\(1=7)A @o74) =Cn (] {zeR" 1z u< —he((1—7)A @0 TAz,u)}.

uGQco

We shall use the following fact: there exists a fixed vector £ € Q¢, such that x - & > 0 for all
x € C\{o}. Let C;, = CNH, , where H, = H™({,t) for t € R. Tt is easy to see that C; is bounded
for t > 0. We also use the following convergence for C-compatible sets, see [43, 60]. For convenience,
let Ng = NU{0}.

Definition 2.1. For a sequence {A;};en, C Ze, if there exists to > 0 such that A; N Cy, # O for
all i € N, and for all t > tg,
AiﬂC’t—H&oﬂC’t as 1 — 00

in the Hausdorff metric, then we say A; converges to Ay as i — oo, written by A; — Ay as 1 — oo.

The effective boundary of a C-compatible set A may be defined by 9.A = 0ANOA. The effective
radial direction of A is given by
x
0 ={Zweaal.
cC z] T e
That is, Q& C C N S™! satisfies that po(A,v) € (0,00) if v € Q. Similarly, we will have the
effective range of the unit normal vectors of J.A, which is of the form Qf. = Qco U A}, where
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either A4 = 0 or A4 C (C°NS" 1)\ Qce. Clearly, 44 has its spherical Lebesgue measure equal to
0. Notice that Q¢ C Qf and the spherical Lebesgue measure of Q¢ \ Q¢ is 0. Thus, the ¢g-th dual
volume of A € Z for 0 # ¢ € R defined in [43] can be expressed as

‘N/q(A) = %/ﬂe pc(A,v)idv = %/ pc(Av)idv (2.2)

Q¢
given that the above integral exists and is finite. Note that when ¢ = n, V,(A) = V,(C'\A) for a
C-close set A. Similarly, the dual entropy of C-compatible set A defined in [43] is given by

E(A) = /Q log (pc(A,v)) dv (2.3)

on the condition that (2.3) exists and is finite.

3 The (p,q)-th dual curvature measure and variational
formula

This section is devoted to precisely defining the (p, ¢)-th dual curvature measure of C-compatible

sets and establishing the associated variational formula for C-determined sets. Prior to the study

on these topics, certain preliminary work is necessary. To ensure coherence and build upon existing

research, we adopt the methodology employed by Li, Ye and Zhu in their recent work [43], and more

details can be found therein.
Let A € Z-. Denote by as the radial Gauss map of A, which is formulated by: for ¥ C QF,

axn (V) ={u € Q¢ : r5(v) € H(u, hc(A,u)) for some v € 9}, (3.1)

where 14 : QF — 0.A is the radial map of A given by 74 (v) = pc(A,v)v € 9 A for v € QF. The
reverse radial Gauss map of A, denoted by a’j, is given by: for n C Q¢.,

ay(n) ={veQi:ralv) € H(u,hc(A,u)) for some u € n}. (3.2)
From (3.1) and (3.2), one sees that, for v € Qf and n C Qf.,
veay(n) <= as({v})Nn=as(v)Nn#0.
Particularly, if 7 contains only one element u € 2., one has
v € ajy(u) <= u € aa(v). (3.3)

Recall the definition of g-th dual curvature measure of A for ¢ € R given in [43, Definition 4.3
and Definition 8.1].

Definition 3.1. Let 0 # g€ R and A € L. If VQ(A) < 00, define the q-th dual curvature measure
of A, denoted by Cy(A,-), as: for each Borel set n C Qco,

~ 1
Co(Am) = / pelas ey (3.4)
ax(n

When q = 0, define
Co(A,n) = / dv. (3.5)



Based on Definition 3.1, we can define the (p, ¢)-th dual curvature measures of C-compatible sets.
Chen and Tu, independently, also come up with the same definition of the (p, ¢)-th dual curvature
measures of C-compatible sets in their recent work [15].

Definition 3.2. Let p,q € R and A € Zc. Define the (p,q)-th dual curvature measure of A,
denoted by C,, ,(A, ), by: for each Borel set n C Qco,

Coaln) = [ (~he(,w) PdC,(A.u) 36)

n

Let A € %c. For each u € Qco, one has ho(A,u) € (—o0,0). Hence, the (p, ¢)-th dual curvature
measure C, (A, ) is well-defined but may be infinite. Moreover, the following holds on Qce:

dépﬂ(A’ )

B = et

In particular, 5’p7q(A, ) = éq(A, \) when p = 0. Notice that Co(A,-) is usually written by J*(A, ")
for ¢ = 0 (see [43]). Thus, for p € R, C,0(A, ) is usually written as dCpo(A,-) = dJ;(A,-) =
(—hc(A,)PdJ*(A,-). For A > 0, it follows from (3.4), (3.5) and (3.6) that

Cra(MA, ) = XI7PC, (A, ) for ¢ #£0, (3.7)
Jo(AA, ) = XNPI(A, ) for ¢ =0.
For A = C\A, we simply let 5,,,[1(14, ) = @m(A, ).

We are interested in a special family of C-compatible sets, called (C, p, q)-close sets.

Definition 3.3. A C-compatible set A € £ is said to be (C,p,q)-close for p,q € R, if

G o(A, Qce) = /Q (=ho(A, u)) PdC,(A, u) < co. (3.9)

If A € £ is (C,p,q)-close, then A = C\A is called a (C,p, q)-coconvex set.

Note that, a (C, 0, ¢)-close set is just a (C, g)-close set proposed by Li, Ye and Zhu in [43], which
contains the C-close sets as special cases (corresponding to ¢ = n). It can be checked from (3.4),
(3.5), the boundedness of its support function that every (C, g)-close set must be a (C, p, q)-close set
for all p < 0, while every (C, p, q)-close set for p > 0 must be a (C, ¢)-close set. A C-full set must be
a (C,p,q)-close set for all p < 0. The C-determined sets are special, because each A € # (C,w) for
some compact subset w C Q¢e must be (C, p, g)-close for any p,q € R. To this end, notice that a
maps each Borel set  C Qe disjoint with w to the boundary of C', and hence a’§ (1) has its spherical
measure equal to 0. That says, the measure 6’q(A, -) is concentrated on w and A € ' (C,w) must
be (C,p, q)-close for any p,q € R, due to (3.8).

By [43, (4.11), (4.12) and Section 8], for ¢ € R and each bounded Borel function f : Qco — R,
the following hold:

o if ¢ #0,

[ fwdCy a0 =~ [ fan@lre(a vt
F@dC, === [ fa(@) - (v @) - ol o)
HAN(intC)

Qoo n
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o if =0,

fu)dJ™ (A, u) = [ flaa(v))do, (3.9)

Qeo Qc

f(uw)dJ* (A, u) = — /Mm(. o fva(@)) - (z-va()) - [a|"dst" " (@).

Qco

Consequently, the following lemma can be obtained for (C, p, g)-close sets.

Lemma 3.4. Let p,qg € R and A € £ be a (C,p,q)-close set. Then for each Borel set n C Qeo
and each bounded Borel function g : Qco — R, the following hold.

(i) If ¢ # 0, then

/ g(u )deq (A, u) l/ g(a (—ho(A, as(v))) Ppc(A,v)ido, (3.10)
Qco n QC

/ 9(u)dC 4(A, 1) % / (2)) - [~ (2 - va (@) - x| "do" " (2).  (3.11)
Qco Aﬂ(th

(ii) If ¢ =0, then
/Q g(u)dT: (A, u) /Q gl () (—ho(A, ax (v))Pdv, (3.12)

. stwaa = Amt@ (@) - [~ va @) - ol " @) (3.13)

Proof. Formulas (3.10) and (3.12) can be obtained through a standard argument based on simple

T

functions. Formulas (3.11) and (3.13) can be obtained by following variable change: u = o =

' (z), whose Jacobian is —(z - va(2)) - |z|™ [43, page 22]. O

The next proposition, which follows similar lines to [52, Propsition 4.3], exhibits the integral
formulation of the (p, ¢)-th dual curvature measure of a (C, p, q)-close set A for p,q € R.

Proposition 3.5. Let p,q € R and A € £ be a (C,p,q)-close set. The following hold for each
Borel set n C Qe
(1) if ¢ # 0, one has

1

Coaltn) = | (ol @ (1) a0 (3.14)

(i1) if ¢ =0, one has
= [ (“ho(Aan(e)

A(n)

10



Proof. We only need to verify the first statement since the other one follows along the same lines.
Indeed, formula (3.14) follows from (3.3), (3.10), and Definition 3.2. That is, for each Borel set
n g QC°7

5p,q(A> n) :/Q 1n<u)dép,q(A:u)
= [ 1) he(a, )l s
o | tealo) et an (o) e, o)
= | SO (he( an(e) po(n v
— o [ heltanw) Ppola. o)
" Ja (n)
This completes the proof. O

The following Minkowski type problem is of interest. A special case for C-close sets has been,
independently, proposed by Chen and Tu in their recent work [15, Problem 2.2].

Problem 3.6 (The L, dual Minkowski problem for C-compatible sets). For p,q € R and a nonzero
finite Borel measure i defined on Qco, under what conditions does there exist a C-compatible set
A € L such that p= Cp4(A,-)?

When g = n, it reduces to the L, Minkowski problem for C-compatible sets [60, 61, 74]. When
p = 0, it reduces to the dual Minkowski problem previously proposed by Li, Ye, and Zhu [43].
Therefore, our attention will focus on the case where 0 # p € R and g € R.

If the density f has enough smoothness and let dy = fdu with f : Qco — [0,00), to solve
the above L, dual Minkowski problem for C-compatible sets is equivalent to find a convex solution
h:Qce — (—00,0) to the following Monge-Ampere type equation

(— h(u))l_p det (?Qh(u) + h(u)[) = f(u)(h?*(u) + ]?h(u)ﬁ)%, (3.15)
where V and V? denote the gradient and Hessian operators with respect to an orthonormal frame
on S™1, I is the identity matrix and |z| is the Euclidean norm of z € R™. Independently, a special
case for C-close sets has been proposed by Chen and Tu in their recent work [15, (1.2)]. Moreover,
they studied related existence, regularity, and uniqueness of the above Monge-Ampere type equation
(3.15) for p > 1 in [15, Theorem 1.2]. An existence and optimal global Holder regularity in the case
p < 1 and ¢ > n were studied in [15, Theorem 1.3]. Our goal in Section 4 of the present paper is
to find weak solutions to the above Monge-Ampere type equation (3.15) for p < 0 and p < ¢, and
also to establish the uniqueness of solutions to Problem 3.6 (i.e., the L, dual Minkowski problem
for C-compatible sets) for p < q.

For a compact subset w C Qco, denote by CT(w) and C(w) the set of positive continuous
functions on w and the set of continuous functions on w, respectively. Let fy € CT(w), g € C(w)
and € > 0 be sufficiently small. Define f; € C*(w) for t € (—¢,€) and u € w by

log fi(u) = log fo(u) +tg(u) + o(t, u), (3.16)

11



where the function o(¢,-) : w — R is continuous and lim;,go(t,u)/t = 0 uniformly on w. By
[fi] = [C,w, fi], we mean the Wulff shape associated with f;:

[l =Cn () H (u,—fi(w). (3.17)

UEw

The following results have been proved in [43, Theorem 5.1 and Theorem 8.1]. Recall that %(A)
and E(A) are the ¢-th dual volume and the dual entropy of A € Z defined by (2.2) and (2.3),
respectively.

)

Lemma 3.7. Let ¢ € R and w C Q¢e be a compact set. If fo,q, fi, [fi] are given in (3.16) and
(3.17), then

jig DD [ gyacy (i) sor a0,

We now prove the variational formula for the (p, ¢)-th dual curvature measure of C-determined
sets for p,q € R with p # 0. To this end, let w C Q¢o be a compact set and f; be defined by: for
U € w,

fulw) = (folw)” + tg(u))?, (3.18)
where g € C'(w) and t € (—e¢,¢€) for some e > 0 sufficiently small. As f, € C*(w), one can find a
constant ¢y such that
minge,, fo(u)?
maxye, [g(u)| + L
Hence, it can be verified that f; € Ct(w) for all t € (—¢,¢€) C (—€p, €). Since both g and f are

0<e <

continuous functions on w and fy is positive, by the chain rule, it follows that

. Mog fi(u) —log fo(u) _ 1~ g(u)

li =—- € C(w
=0 t p fo(u)? )
uniformly on w. Then, we can rewrite f; in the form of (3.16) by the Taylor extension formula as

1 g(u)

log fi(u) = log fo(u +(—~
=g+ G Ty
where o(t, -) is continuous on w and lim; .o o(t, )/t = 0 uniformly on w. Applying Lemma 3.7 to
(3.19), one can easily get the following variational formula for the (p, ¢)-th dual curvature measure.

The case for p = 0 is Lemma 3.7 itself.

)t+dum, (3.19)

Theorem 3.8. Let p,q € R, and w C Qe be a compact subset. Let fo, g, f; be given by (3.18) for
p # 0 and by (3.16) for p=0. Let [f;] be defined by (3.17). Then, the following statements hold:

(Z) if q 7é 0, one has
T - Tln) [ b Leie aCylflw),  for p#0,

lim =
t—0 t

¢ J., 9(u)dCy([fo], ), for p=0:

12



(i) if g =0, one has

B B(n) [ 3 Jes@ho@) Tdr (folw),  for p#0,

lim =
t—0 t

Jo 9()d > ([fo], w), for p=0.

4 Existence of solutions to the L, dual Minkowski problem
for (C,p, q)-close sets

In this section, we will prove the existence of solutions to the L, dual Minkowski problem for
(C, p, q)-close sets, under certain conditions on p,q € R.

4.1 The L, dual Minkowski problem for C-determined sets

In this subsection, we aim to solve the L, dual Minkowski problem for C-determined sets with
concentration on p # 0. The case for p = 0 has been studied in [43].

Let 0 # p € R. Consider a nonzero finite Borel measure p defined on Q¢e, with its support
concentrated on a compact set w C Qge. For f € Ct(w), let

11, = ([ sy anc))"

Note that || - ||, defines a norm if p > 1. It is easily checked that, for all p # 0, || f||, < ||g||, for any
f < g. Moreover, for any A > 0, |Af]|, = A||f|l,- Define the functional ® : C*(w) — R by

—log||fll, + tlog Vy([f]), a#0,
B(f) = ) (4.1)
—longHp+ﬁE([f])a q=0,

where |Q¢| = ch dv. The expression (3.17) implies that [f] € £ (C,w), and thus, ® is homogeneous

of degree zero. To this end, for any A > 0, the fact that [Af] = A[f] yields V,([\f]) = AV, ([f]) by
(2.2), and E([A\f]) = E([f]) + |Q2¢]| - log A following from (2.3). It follows from (4.1) that, for ¢ # 0,

B(AF) = —log|IAfl, + élogmw
— —1og | fll, — log A + élog V(D) + glog X = o(f),

and the case for ¢ = 0 follows along the same lines.
For Q) € #(C,w), we define ®(Q) as

~log]| ~ ho(@. ), + Hoa V(@) 4 #0,
O(Q) = ¢(—hc(Q.")) = R (4.2)
_1Og|| _hC<Q’)||P+ﬁE(Q>7 q:O,
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This leads us to consider the following optimization problems:
Y, =inf{®(f): f € CT(w)} and Yo =inf{P(Q):Q € #(C,w)}.

Both optimization problems are well-defined as the functional ®(-) is homogeneous of degree 0.
The subsequent lemma, resulting from the combination of [43, Lemma 6.1 and Lemma 8.1],
asserts the properties of C-full sets A € # (C,w).

Lemma 4.1. Let g € R. The following statements hold.

(i) Let q # 0. There is a constant ty > 0, only depending on w C Qo and C with the following
property: if A € & (C,w) and V,(C\A) =1, then C N Hy, C A.

(i) There is a constant t; > 0, only depending on w C Qo and C with the following property: if
A e #(C,w) and E(C'\ A) =0, then C N Hy, CA.

The following lemma, which summarizes [60, Lemma 5 and Lemma 6] is needed. Recall that

Lemma 4.2. Let w C Q¢o be a compact set. The following statements hold true.

(i) If f; € CT(w) for all i € Ny such that f; — fo uniformly on w as i — oo, then
[vavf]] — [Cuw7f]

(11) If {A;}jen C K (C,w) such that A; — Ag for some C-full set Ay, then Ay € # (C,w).
The following lemma shows the continuity of functional ®(Q) for @ € # (C,w).

Lemma 4.3. Let {A;};en C H#(C,w) be a sequence such that A; — Ay € J#(C,w). Then,

Proof. For q # 0, it follows from [43, Lemma 5.2] that hc(A;,-) = ha(Ay, ) uniformly on w, as
well as pc(A;, ) = pc(Ayg, ) uniformly on Q. This, in conjunction with formula (2.2), yields that

~ 1 1 1 ~
lim V,(A;) = lim — pc(Aj,v)idv = —/ lim pe(Aj,v)idv = —/ pc(Ag, v)dv = V,(Ay),
Q Qc

Jj—o0 j—oon Qo n o Jj—o0 n

and o || = he(Ay, ), = || = ho(Ao, ) due to

lim | (—he(Ay, w)du(u) = / lim (—he(A,y, u))Pdpu(u) = / (—ho(Ag, u)Pdpu(u).

J]—00 w w J—00

Furthermore, since continuity is preserved for the composition of continuous functions, one can get
lim; oo P(A;) = ®(Ay) for g # 0.
The case for ¢ = 0 follows along the same lines. O

We now prove the existence of solutions to the optimization problem for T, in the case p # 0.
See [43] for the case p = 0.

Lemma 4.4. Let p,q € R, p # 0, and p be a nonzero finite Borel measure defined on Qco whose
support concentrates on a compact set w C Qco. There exists a C-full set Ay such that ®(Ag) = Tg.
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Proof. For q # 0, as ® is homogeneous of degree zero, one can simply let the constraint @ € % (C, w)
in the optimization problem for T be the set

g:{@exuzm:%@»:@.

Let us first verify T¢ > —oo. To this end, by using Lemma 4.1, one can find a constant t, > 0
such that C'N Hy, C @ for each @ € £. Consequently, C N H;} € Q and he(Q,-) > he(C N H )

on w. As V,(Q) = 1, it follows from (41.2) that
®(Q) = —log || = ho(Q, )y = —log || = ha(C N Hy, )|, = m1 > —oo. (4.3)

As m, is a constant only depending on C' and w, one gets Tg > —o0, after taking the infimum of
(4.3) over Q € Z.

Let {A;}ien C 2 be a limiting sequence such that lim; ,., ®(A;) = T. Applying Lemma 4.1
to each A;, one gets C' N H,, C A, for all + € N, where ?; is a constant depending on C' and w
only. This further implies A; N C, C Cy, for each i € N, where ;) = C'N H, is a convex body.
Note that each A; N Cy, is a compact convex set, and the sequence {A; N Cy, }ien is uniformly
bounded (by Cy,). Applying the Blaschke selection theorem, one can find a subsequence, denoted
by {A;, NCy, }jen, such that A;, NCy, converges as j — oo, in the Hausdorff metric, to some compact
convex set K C R"™. Moreover, a closed convex set Ay C C can be found so that K = Ay N H;,
and C'N Hy, C Ay (thus, Ag is C-full). Consequently, A;, N H; — Ao N H, for all £ > t,, and
from Definition 2.1, A; — Ay as i — oo. It follows from Lemma 4.2 that Ay € J#(C,w), which
further yields, due to the proof of Lemma 4.3, ‘ZI(AO) = lim; ‘ZI(AZ-) = 1. In conclusion, one gets
Ay € Z. Applying Lemma 4.3 again, one sees that, for ¢ # 0, lim;_,. ®(Ay) = ®(A;,) = Ty.

The case for ¢ = 0 with the constraint set .# = {Q e #(C,w): EQ)= 0} follows from similar
lines and hence will be omitted. O

Lemma 4.5. Let p,q € R, p # 0, and p be a nonzero finite Borel measure defined on Qco whose
support concentrates on a compact set w C Qco. If there exists a C-full set Ay € H# (C,w) such that
P(Ay) =Yg, then

p=11-Cpe(Ag,-) for ¢#0 and p=r1-J (Ag,-) for ¢=0,
where T and T, are two constants given by
1

p fi _ up U
n_%mwlp%awmmmqwd@_Mdl(%mmnmmy (4.4)

Proof. We only prove the arguments for ¢ # 0 and omit the proof for the case ¢ = 0 which follows
along the same lines.

Let ¢ # 0. We first verify that T = T;. On the one hand, T > T holds because, for each
Qe X (Ciw), —he(Q,-) € CT(w) and Q = [—hc(Q,-)]. On the other hand, for all f € C*(w), it
follows from (3.17) that hco([f],-) < —f and hence —ho([f],) > f on w. By (4.1) and (4.2), one
gets ®(f) > ®(—he([f],-)) = ®([f]). Taking the infimum over f € C*(w), one has Ty > Ty, and
thus TQ = Tf.
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From Lemma 4.4, one gets a C-full set Ay € #(C,w) such that ®(A;) = Tg. Let
fo=—h(Ay,-) € C*(w) and g € C(w). Together with (3.6), (3.18), Theorem 3.8, and the fact that
Ty = Ty, one has

d
0= E‘P(ft)

t=0

d L. &
_d (_1og I ft||p+5logv;<[ft]>)

— —W/WQ(U)CZM(U) + = 1 /wg(u)fo(u)pdéq(AU’u)

qu(Ao)
=L gt +

t=0

TR / g(u)dC, 4 (Ag, ).

This further yields

p B 1 ~
Vol / o)) = / 4(u)dC, 4(Ao, u).

Since g € C'(w) is arbitrary, one has p =7 - C, ,(Ay, -) as desired. O

Proof of Theorem 1.1. We only prove this theorem for ¢ # 0 and omit the proof for ¢ = 0 which
follows along the same lines.

Let ¢ # 0 and p # ¢. Consider a nonzero finite Borel measure p on Q¢., with its support
concentrated on a compact subset w C {2co. Due to Lemma 4.4 and Lemma 4.5, there exists a
C-full set Ay € J#(C,w) satisfying that ®(Ag) = Yo and p = 71 - Cp 4(Ay, -) with 7 given by (4.4).
Note that the (p,q)-th dual curvature measure is homogeneous of degree ¢ — p (see (3.7)). This

1 1

implies p = 5p7q(A, ) = 5p,q(rlﬁA0, ) for p # ¢ by letting A = 777 A, O

We now discuss the L, Alexandrov problem for C-compatible sets. Recall that J*(A,-) =
Co(A,-). Note that the underline cone in Cy(-, -) can be clearly identified through the C-compatible
sets. For example, if A is a C-compatible set, its copolar Ag. C C° is a C°-compatible set and hence
Co (Ag, -) will be understood as the 0-dual curvature measure of Ag, with the underline cone C°. In
[43], such a measure is called the Alexandrov integral curvature measure for A € %, namely

J<Av ) = J*(AZU ) = GO(AEU )
Similarly, one can also define the L, Alexandrov integral curvature measure of A by
Jp(Av ) = J;(A%, ) for pE R>

and in this formula, the underline cone for J,(-,-) and J;(-,-) are C and C°, respectively. Hence,
the measure J,(A, ) is defined on (Borel subsets of) 2. The following L, Alexandrov problem for
C-compatible sets can be posed. See [43] for the case p = 0.

Problem 4.6 (The L, Alexandrov problem for C-compatible sets). For 0 # p € R and a nonzero
finite Borel measure v defined on Qc, under what conditions does there exist a C-compatible set A
such that v = J,(A,-)?
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We now provide the existence of solutions to the L,, Alexandrov problem for C-determined sets.
The case for p = 0 can be found in [43, Theorem 8.3].

Theorem 4.7. Let 0 # p € R and let v be a nonzero finite Borel measure defined on Q¢ whose
support concentrates on a compact set w C Q. Then there exists a C-compatible set A C C' such
that A is a C°-full set and J,(A,-) =v.

Proof. Applying Theorem 1.1 to ¢ = 0, v, C° and the compact set w C C, a C°-full set B C C° can
be found such that v = J;(B,-). Let A = Bg. C C. Then, A is a C-compatible set with B = Ag,.
Thus, for p # 0, one has,

JP(A7 ) = J;(A%, ) = J;(B’ ) =

This completes the proof. O

4.2 The L, dual Minkowski problem for (C,p, q)-close sets

In this subsection, the existence of solutions to the L, dual Minkowski problem for p < 0 and p < ¢
is provided. Such an existence result relies on the approximation technique used by Schneider in
[61]. This requires some preparation for notations, which we will follow those in [43].

Recall that there exists a & € Q¢ (fixed), such that

Ci=CnNH =CnH (§1)

is bounded for all ¢ > 0. Denote by B, the unit Euclidean ball in R™. Let b(A) [63] be the distance
of A € Z to the origin o, namely,

b(A) = min{r > 0:rB, N A # 0}.
It is easily checked that
—he(A u) <b(A) for u € Qee and pe(A,v) > b(A) for v € Qc. (4.5)
For 7> 0, let @(7) = {u € Q¢o : dc(u) > 7}, where
do(u) = min{ZL(u,a) : u € INeco}

with Z(u,u) the angle between u and @w. Thus, dc(u) is the spherical distance of u € Q¢e to IQce.
The following lemma provides upper and lower bounds for b(A).

Lemma 4.8. Let p1 be a nonzero finite Borel measure defined on Qco and let A € £ be such that
p==Cphq(A, ). Let T >0 be such that W(t) C Qeo and

Cpa(A,T(1)) = 50 > 0.
Forp <0 and p < q, there exist constants 0 < By < 1 < 00, depending on C' and T only, such that

Po < b(A) < B
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Proof. Let p < 0 and p < q. We first show the upper bound for b(A). For the fixed £ € Q¢, one
can find ¢ > 0 small enough so that Uy = {v € Q¢ : Z(&,v) <t} C Q. Set

Ut/Q = {U < QC : 4(5,1}) < t/2},

which is a compact set and satisfies £ € Uyjo C U; C Qc. It follows from (3.1), (4.5) and Proposition
3.5 that
() = Cp (A, Qo)
1

= | he(an )] Tpe(a, vy

S e G RO

> p(A)7 - & /Q —an(v) - o] Pdv

> p(A)P - & /U —an(v) - o] Pdv.
t)2

n

Note that ay(v) € Qco, the closure of Qco. The compactness of Ut/g and Qce, together with
the continuity for inner product, yields that —as(v) - v € [aq, 1], where a; is a positive constant
depending on £ and ¢ only. Therefore, we have
aP
1(Qeo) > b(A)TP . L dv.

N JU,,

This further implies, as p < ¢,

1

a;” e _
b(A) < (nu(ﬂco) /Ut/z dv) =

where f; is a constant depending on C, ¢, and £. Note that both £ and ¢ can be uniquely determined
by C only, so 3 is a constant depending on C' only.

Now let us prove the lower bound for b(A). Since b(b(A)™'A) =1 for A € %, without loss of
generality, we consider b(A) = 1. Thus, there is a point y € A N B,,. For any = € vy (@(7)), we
have v (x) Nw(7) # (), and there exists u € @W(7) such that ho(A,u) = x - u. Thus, the supporting
hyperplane H(u, hc(A,u)) of A at x satisfies A C H™ (u, he(A,u)), and it separates the origin o
and y (as y € A); see Figure 1.

For any u € @(7), one has ha(A,u) > y-u > —1. Define the C-determined set (by the compact

set w(T))
B=Cn ﬂ {z:z~u§—1}.

wEW(T)

Thus, by [60, Lemma 8], it follows that there exists ' > 0 depending only on C' and 7 such that
vy (@(1)) C Cp. Furthermore, one has vy'(@(7)) C Cy. Thus, for v € aj(@(7)) (and hence
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v = po(A, )0 € Vg (@(r)), one gets po(A,v) <
compatible set. Note that p < 0 yields [—aa (v

one can get, for ¢ > p,

A
Slm 31— 3|~ 3|~ 3|+

<

<

Hp=H(£ 1)

Figure 1

pc(Cif,v), where Cff = C N HY (1) is a C-
v 7P < 1. Together with (3.1) and Proposition 3.5

[=he (A, an(0)]Ppo(A, v)tdv

oy (@(7))

[—aa (V) - v] Ppe(A,v)! Pdy

}*
=
q
.

pc(A,v)"Pdv

po(Cif v) 17 du

p\ﬁ*\p\\
T

=%

0]
Bl

=

/ pc(C0)Pdy = ¢y, (4.6)
Qc

where ¢y is a constant depending on 7 and C' only.
The inequality (4.6) is proved under the assumption that b(A) = 1. For general A € %, one
can consider b(A)~A which gives b(b(A)"'A) = 1. Then, (4.6) is applied to b(A)"tA to get

¢y > Chg(b(A) A (7)) =

where we have used (3.

This concludes the proof.

b(A)PIC, (A, (1)) = b(A)P~1 - s,

7). After a rearrangement, one gets, for p < 0 and p < ¢,

S0\ ¢—»
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Let p be a nonzero finite Borel measure defined on 2co. Denote by & the family of open sets
of Qo satisfying that if w € & then () # w C w C Q¢ce and p(w) # 0, where @ refers to the closure
of w and hence w is compact. For w € O, let u, be the Borel measure obtained from pu restricted
on w, i.e., py,(-) = pw(wn-). Clearly, p, is finite and its support concentrates on the compact set @.
Applying Theorem 1.1 to measure y,, yields the existence of a C-full set A, € #(C,w) such that

o = Cpq(Ay, )

for p,qg € R\ {0} and p # q¢.
Let 7 > 0 be a constant such that p(w@(7)) > 0. Taking a sequence {w;}jen C O of open sets in

Qce such that W(7) C wy,
wj Cwj Cwjp C Qo forall j €N,

and Ujenw; = Qeo. Let p; = p(w; N -), and p;(n) — w(n) for each Borel set n C Qeo. For p <0
and p < g, since each wj is compact and each p; is a nonzero finite Borel measure whose support
is concentrated on wj, it follows from Theorem 1.1 that, for any j € N, there exists a C-full set
A; € #(C,w;) such that

d,UJJ — dép,q(Aj7 .) = <_hC(A]7 .))7p déq(Aj7 .),
Furthermore,

s0 = p(@(r)) = p(@(r) Nwy) = ;@) = Cpe(Ay,@(7)).

From Lemma 4.8 and the fact that p is a finite measure on {2¢., one has, for any j € N,

— (50 = ‘ a;”? e a;”? e =
o= (5) < bldy) < (Wj(QCO)) = <W(QCO)) =

with a; and ¢y the constants depending only on C' and 7 given in the proof of Lemma 4.8. Thus, for
p <0 and p < g, the sequence {b(A,)};ey is uniformly bounded from below by a positive constant
and also uniformly bounded from above. In particular, we have the following result.

Corollary 4.9. Let p,q € R be such that p <0 and p < q. For allt > B, and j € N,
A;NC #0.

We now prove Theorem 1.2 by using the approximation method in [43, 61]. We will keep our
proof brief, and more details for the approximation method can be found in [43, 61].

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Let p,q € R be such that p < 0 and p < ¢ and let {w; };en be given as above.
Let 1 < t; <ty < --- <t < --- be an increasing sequence such that limy_,. t; = +00. From
Corollary 4.9, one has

0+£A;NC, CCy,

for each j € N and £ € N. Now we can use [43, Lemma 7.2, which was originally given in [60,
Theorem 5] (see also the proof of [61, Theorem 1]). That is, given k£ € N, without loss of generality,
we can assume that

Ajﬂ(]tk — M, as j—)OO,

in the Hausdorff metric, where M, is a compact convex set, and hence h(A; N Cy,,-) — h(Mg,-)
uniformly on S"~ !, where h(K,u) = max{z-u : v € K} denotes the support function of a compact
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convex set K. Note that M; = M N Cy, for 1 <1 < k. Now let A = UgenMy,. It follows from
Lemma 4.8 that o ¢ A and A is a closed convex set such that A N Cy, = My for k € N.

Next we show that, for p < 0 and p < ¢, u = ép,q(A, ) on Q¢e. For each w € O, let j, € N
be the smallest number such that w C wj,. Thus, there exists ky € N such that v '(w) = VJ\Z (w)
for all £ > ko (see e.g., [43, Lemma 7.2 (iv)]). On the compact set @j,, h(A; N Cy,,-) and h(Mg,-)
are continuous negative functions such that h(A; N C},,-) — h(Mf, ) uniformly. Lemma 4.2 yields
that ﬁj — A as ] — 00, where

A; = [C @, h(A;NCy, )] € #(Cowy) and A = [C,iw;y, W(My,-)] € X (C, ;). (4.7)

~

Therefore, hc(ﬁj, -) = he (A, -) uniformly on @y,

For ¢ # 0, it has been proved in [43, Lemma 5.3] that 6’(1(1&]-, ) = 5(1(1&, -) weakly as j — oo.
Such a weak convergence also holds for ¢ = 0, namely J *(;‘\kj, = J *(/&, -) weakly as j — oo, where
J*(A,-) = Cy(A,-). Indeed, for any continuous and bounded function f : Qce — R, by [43, Lemma
4.2], the dominated convergence theorem and (3.9), one can obtain that

lim fwdJ* (A u) = lim [ flag )dv= [ flagz(v))do = (u)dJ* (A, ).
7= Jo 0 i= Ja, 7 Qc Qoo
Combining with [5, Theorem 4.5.1], it follows that for an open set w C wj,,

QM&WZ/P%%WWW@%M
:/vm@mww@@m

<liminf [ (—he(A;,u))PdC, (A, u)

J]—00 w

= lim inf / (—he (A, u)PdC, (A, u)

j—o0
= lim inf av,q(Ajv w) = liminf p;(w) = p(w). (4.8)
j—o0 j—00

Let 8 C wj, be a closed set, and {3 }ien be a sequence of open neighbourhoods of /5 such that
B C B, C B, Cwj, for any Iy > ly and f = N;>15,. It follows from (4.8) that C, (A, 5) < u(6)
and then C,,(A, §) < p(B). Similarly, [5, Theorem 4.5.1] also implies that

@M&mzév%mmwwm&w

- /5 (~he(&,u) dCy(&, u)

> lim sup/(—hc(;‘ij,u))_pdéq(;&ﬁu)

Jj—o0 B

= limsup/(—hc(Aj,U))_Pd(jq(AjaU)
B

j—00
= limsup Cj4(A;, B) = limsup 11;(8) = 1(B).
Jj—oo j—oo
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This, together with (4.8), yields that 5’p7q(A,B) = pu(pB) for any closed set f C wj,. This indeed
further implies C, (A, 5) = pu(B) for any closed set 5 C Qc¢o. Consequently, for p < 0 and p < g,
Cpq(A, ) = pon Qee.

Finally, for p < 0 and p < ¢, we can check that A is (C, p, ¢)-close. This is an easy consequence
of (3.8), Definition 3.2 and the fact that u is a finite Borel measure, namely,

Cora(A, Qo) = 1(Qee) < oo.

The proof is completed. O
When g = n, the L, dual Minkowski problem reduces to the L, Minkowski problem [60, 74] up
to a multiplication of constant % This problem can be described as follows:

The L, Minkowski problem for C-compatible sets: Given a nonzero finite Borel measure
1 defined on Qco and a real number p, under what conditions does there exist a C-compatible set
A € L such that p = S,_1,(A,-)? Here S,_1,(A,-) is the L, surface area measure of A which
can be defined similar to the one in (1.9).

With the help of Theorem 1.2, the subsequent corollary can be obtained. The case for p = 0,1
can be seen in [60, 61], and for p € (0,1) is considered in [1].

Corollary 4.10. Let p < 0 and let p be a nonzero finite Borel measure defined on Qco. There
ezists a (C, p,n)-close set such that p = S,_1,(A,").

When ¢ =0, C, ,(A-) = Jy(A,-) for A € Lo and the L, Alexandrov integral curvature measure
of A is given by
Jp(A, ) = J (AL, ).
A direct consequence of Theorem 1.2 for ¢ = 0 and p < 0 yields the following existence result to
the L, Alexandrov problem for p < 0 in a more general setting. Its proof follows along the same
pattern as that of Theorem 4.7.

Theorem 4.11. Let 0 > p € R, and v be a nonzero finite Borel measure defined on Q). Then there
exists a C-compatible set A C C' such that A is a (C°,p,0)-close set and J,(A,-) =v.

Proof. For ¢ = 0, applying Theorem 1.2 to measure v and cone C°, one can find a (C°,p,0)-close
set B C C° such that v = J¥(IB, ) for p < 0. Let A = Bg. C C, and hence A is C-compatible and
B = Ag. Therefore, for p < 0, one has

Jp(Aa ) = J;(A%H ) = ‘];(Ba ) =V,

as desired. This completes the proof. O

5 Uniqueness of solutions to the L, dual Minkowski
problem for C-compatible sets

The main objective of this section is to provide some uniqueness results regarding the solutions to
the L, dual Minkowski problem for C-compatible sets.

Recall that, when p = 0, the L, dual Minkowski problem becomes the dual Minkowski problem
raised by Li, Ye and Zhu in [43], where they established the existence of solutions to the dual
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Minkowski problem for the case of (C,q)-close sets when ¢ > 0. However, the uniqueness was not
discussed, and it will be our first problem of interest in this section. To fulfill this goal, we shall
need the following lemma motivated by Zhao [78].

Lemma 5.1. Let By and By be two (C, q)-close sets for ¢ > 0. Suppose that

m = {u € Qce : he(Bi,u) > he(Ba,u)} # 0,
Ny = {U S Qco : hc(IBl,U) < hc(]BQ,U)} 7é @,
ns = {u € Qco : ha(By,u) = ha(Bg,u)} # 0.
Then, the following hold:
(a) pc(Bi,v) > pc(Ba,v) if v € ag, (n2) and pc(By,v) < po(By,v) if v € ag, (m Uns);
(c) 27 (@i (1)) > 0.

Proof. We prove the above arguments by contradiction.

For (a), assume that there is some vy € ag, (172) such that pc(Byi,v9) < po(B2,vp). Then, one can
find a vector ug € ny C Qo such that po(Bg, vg)(ug - v9) = ha(Ba,up). As By is a (C, g)-close set,
one has o ¢ By, and ho(Ba, ug) < 0 for uy € Qco. In particular, ug - vo < 0. This further gives

he(Ba,ug) = po(Ba, vo)(uo - vo) < po(Bi, vo)(uo - vo) < he (B, ug),

a contradiction with the definition of 7. Therefore, pc(B1,v) > pc(Bg,v) if v € ag, (12).

The same procedure can be used to obtain the second part of (a). In fact, if po(By,v)) >
pc(Ba,vg) for some vy € ap (nUns). Then a vector uy € 7 U ny can be found so that
po (B, vg)(ug - vy) = he(By, uf) and again wuy - vy < 0 due to uy € Qco. Therefore,

he(By, ug) = po(Bi, vp) (ug - vp) < pe(Ba, v) (g - vp) < he(Be, up),

which contradicts with ug € 7y Uns. Thus, po(Bi,v) < pe(Ba,v) if v € ag, (m1 U ns).

For (b), assume that ap (72) € agp, (172), i.e., there is vy € ag,(n2) but vy & agp, (12). This implies
vy € afy, (1m2) Nadgs, (1 Uns), which is not possible due to (a).

For (c), assume that 52"~ !(aj; (12)) = 0. Then aj;, (n1 U ns) differs from Q¢ by a null set. Together
with (a), one has pc(By,v) < po(Bay,v) for " 1-almost all v € Q¢. As the radial functions
pc(By, ) and pc(Bs, ) are both continuous on ¢, one sees that By C By. This further yields
he(By,-) > he(Ba, ), and thus 7, = (). This is a contradiction to the hypothesis, and therefore
A (@t (1)) > 0. .

With the help of Lemma 5.1, the following uniqueness result of the solutions to the dual
Minkowski problem for (C, ¢)-close sets can be obtained.

Theorem 5.2. Let ¢ > 0, and Ay, Ay be two (C,q)-close sets. If éq(Al,-) = 6Q(A2,-), then
Al - AQ.
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Proof. Let ¢ > 0. As the measure CZ(-, -) is homogeneous of degree ¢, it is enough to prove the
argument by assuming that A; and A, are not dilates of each other. Consequently, there exists A > 0
such that B; = AA; and By = A, satisfy the assumption in Lemma 5.1. Tt follows from (3.4) and
part (c) of Lemma 5.1 that éq(]Bl,’l'}g) > 0. As éq(]Bl, ) = Xlé’q(Al, -) and éq(Al, ) = 6q(Ag, ),
one also has

CQ<A17772) = Cq(AQ, 772) > 0.
Together with (3.4) and Lemma 5.1, one gets, for ¢ > 0,

Cq<A17 772) = Cq(A% 772)
1
= _/ pC<A2aU)qu
n aj, (n2)

1
< —/ pc(By,v)!dv
aj, (n2)

n

1

< _/ pC<IB17U)qu
n 0131(772)

= Cy(By, 1) = NCy(Ay,12).

As 5q(A1, n2) > 0, one must have A? > 1 and hence A > 1. Following the same lines as above, if we
let B, = AA; and By = A, one should get A < 1, which is impossible. This shows that A; = Ay
as desired. O]

We now consider the uniqueness of solutions to the L, dual Minkowski problem when the given
measure is concentrated on finite many directions. This is related to C-polytopes, which are C-
determined sets by finite many unit vectors in 2¢c.. That is, P C C' is said to be a C-polytope if
there exist uy, ug, ..., Uy, € Qco, such that, P € #(C, {uy,us, ..., uy, }). Moreover, by (2.1),

P=Cn ﬁH‘ (us, he(Pwy)) .

i=1
The set F; =P N H (u;, ho (P, u;)) defines the facet of P with unit outer normal u; € Q¢e. Let
1
Ap;={treC:t>0 and z € F;} and ¢; = —[—he(P, ui)]_p/ pc (P, v)idv. (5.1)
n QcﬂA]p’i
It can be checked that

ép,qapa ) = Z Ciduia (52)
=1

where 4, represents the Dirac measure concentrated at u;. Indeed, (5.2) is an easy consequence of
the combination with Proposition 3.5,

ap(u;) = Qo N Ap; up to a set of spherical Lebesgue measure 0,

ap(v) = u; for almost all v € Q¢ N Ap;,
(following from (2.1) and (3.2)), and the fact that the spherical Lebesgue measure of aj(n) is 0 if
n C Qce such that n N {uy, -, uy}t = 0.

Following the technique used in [52, Theorem 8.3], one can get the following uniqueness of

solutions to the L, dual Minkowski problem for discrete measures.
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Theorem 5.3. Let {uy, ug, ..., up} C Qeo, and Py, Py € (C, {uy, us, ..., un}) be two C-polytopes.
Suppose that Cp4(Py,-) = Cpq(Pa, ) on Qeeo. Then Py and Py are dilates of each other if p = ¢,
while Py =Py if p < q.

Proof. For k=1,2, by (5.1) and (5.2),

1
7(Pr, ) ch KOy, With ¢ = - [—ho(Py, ui)]p/ pc(Py, v)idv.

QCOA]Pk,i

Firstly we let p = q. We need to prove that P; and Py are dilates of each other. To this end,
assume the opposite, i.e., P; and P, are not dilates of each other, and then Py # alP, for any a > 0.
Thus, a constant ay > 0 can be found such that P; C a¢P; satisfy the following property: the set

= {] c {17 R ’m} : hC(]P)lauj) = hC(CLOPQauj)}

is a nonempty proper subset of {1,---,m}. Clearly, as Py C aoPs, hc(P1,u;) < he(aoPs, u;)

=

for j € {1,---,m}\ ¥. Due to the fact that ¥ C {1,---,m}, there exists jo € ¥ such that
A]P’Ljo - AaoI[”Q,jO. Hence, for p=q,

=

1 _
cia = 3 [he®au)| 7 [ polPaeyds
QcﬂA]p2 jo

1 _

= — [~hc(aoP2, u, )] p/ pc(aolPs, v)?dv
n QoNAagpy.jg
1 _

> lhe®uu) 7 [ polu)ide = e (5.3)
n QcNAp, j,

where in the last inequality, we also use the fact that pc(Py,v) = pe(agPs, v) for v € Qe N Ap, o -
That is, a contradiction with c¢j, 2 = ¢j, 1 is obtained, and thus P, and [P, are dilates of each other
if p=gq.

Now for p < ¢, we need to prove P; = Py. Assume the opposite, i.e., P; # Py. It is clear that,
due to (3.7), P; and P, are not dilates of each other. Again, let ay > 0 be such that P; C agPs and
¥ is a nonempty proper subset of {1,--- ,m}. Following the calculation in (5.3), by ¢j,.1 = ¢j,,2, one
gets, for p < g,

ap_q 3
Cjo,2 = . [—hc(aOPQ,ujo)] p/ pc(aoPs, v)dv
QCmAaoPg,jO
a/pfq B -
> . [_hCGP)l,U/jO)] p/ pc(Pl,U)qu :a,g quOJ.
QoNApy jg

This gives ag > 1, due to p < g. Thus, P; C a¢Py C Ps.
By switching the roles of P; and P,, one should get P, C P;. This is impossible in view of
P, € Py. Therefore, we prove P; = Ps. O

Our last result is the following uniqueness result regarding the L, dual Minkowski problem of
(C, p, q)-close sets which have enough smoothness in ¢. Chen and Tu [15], independently, studied
the uniqueness result for ¢ > p > 1 by assuming that the support functions are C* in the smooth
and strictly convex domain Q¢o.
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Theorem 5.4. Let p < q be two real numbers. If Ay, Ay are two (C,p, q)-close sets such that both
Cpq(Ay,-) and Cp,(Ag, -) are positive measures on Qco, Cp o (Aq,-) = Cp4(As,-) on Qco, and their
support functions are strictly negative and are in C?, then Ay = A,.

In order to prove Theorem 5.4, we need some preparation of notations and background, which
can be found in [59] . Denote by R = RU {oo}. We say f : R" — R a convex function, if for all
0<A<1andz,yeRY

fOz+ (1= Ny) <Af(z) + (1= A)f(y).

The domain of f is defined by dom(f) = {z € R* : f(z) < oo}. The subdifferential of f at
x € int(dom(f)) is given by

Of(x) ={z€R": f(y) > f(z)+2-(y —x) forall y e R"}.

If Of(x) is a singleton set, then f is said to be differentiable at x. In this case, we use Vf(x) to
denote the gradient function of f at x. Thus,

fy)=Ff@)+ V@) -(y—z)+tolly—z|) as y—u
Let A € Zc be a C-compatible set. Define the support set of A at u € Qco by
F(A,u) =0ANHA, hc(A,u)).

As in [59, Theorem 1.7.4] for convex bodies, one can also get, Ohc (A, u) = F(A,u) for all u € Qceo.
Consequently, he(A, ) is differentiable at u € Qco if and only if F(A,u) is a singleton set, say
F(A,u) = {z}. Then, z = Vhc(A,u).

Let A be a (C, p, q)-close set such that ho(A, -) is C? and is strictly negative. Thus, A C intC
and, for u € Q¢o, there is unique x € JA such that

r = Vho(A, u). (5.4)

Recall that H; = H~(£,t) with £ € Q¢, such that - € > 0 for all x € C'\ {o}. Thus, there exists
to > 0 such that A N Hy # (). Take an increasing sequence {t;},en with ¢; > t, satisfying ¢, — oo
as [ — oo. Foreachl € N, AN H, C C;, = CnNH, forms a convex body. Together with the
argument in the proof of [25, Theorem 6.5] (see the second paragraph in page 28), one sees that the
surface area measure S,_1(A, ‘) is absolutely continuous with respect to "' with a continuous
density D(A,-) on Q¢o (one may need to use the fact that, for each Borel set n C Qo with its
closure 77 C Q¢e, one can find a [ € N big enough, such that S,,_;(A,n) = S,_1(A N H; ,n)). Note
that D(A,u) equals the product of the principal radii of curvature of A at u € Qco. We denote
by H(A,u) the Hessian matrix of ho(A,-) at u € Qeo. From [59, page 31, Note 3], by letting
f=hc(A),Af =H(A, "),y = u and x = ug for u,ug € Q¢ce, we have

he(A,u) = he(A, ug) + Vhe (A, up)(u — uo) + %(u — o) THI(A, uo) (u — ug) + o|u — ugl?).

We can adapt the proof of [25, Theorem 6.5] to prove Theorem 5.4.
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Proof of Theorem 5./. Let p < q be two real numbers. Let Ay, Ay be two (C,p, q)-close sets such
that C,4(A1, ) = C,4(As,-) on Qce, and their support functions are strictly negative and are in
C?. As discussed above, for i = 1,2, 0A; C Qc¢, and S,_1(A;,-) are absolutely continuous with
respect to the spherical Lebesgue measure with continuous density functions D(A;,-). It follows

from (3.11), (5.4) and C,4(Ay,-) = C,4(As, ) that, for u € Qee,
[~he (A, w)] P Vhe(Ar, w) | " D(Ar,u) = [~he(Ag, w)] 7P| Vhe(Ag, u)[ 17" D(Ag, u).  (5.5)

We need to prove that A; = A,. Assume the opposite, i.e., A; # A,. Due to the homogeneity
(see (3.7)), Ay and A, are not dilated of each other. Thus, one can find a constant Ay > 0 such
that Az = \gA; C A, satisfying the set

El = {u S QCO . hc(Ag,U,) = hC(AQ,U) and VhC(Ag,’U/) = VhC(AQ,U)} (56)

is a nonempty proper subset of {2¢., due to the smoothness of 9A; and 0As,.
Let ug € ¥;. We claim that D(Ag,UQ) < D(AQ,UO). Let

U={up+tv:t>0and v € Qeo} C intC®

be a neighbourhood of uy. Define G(u) = he(Ag, u) — he(As,u) for u € U. Then G(u) > 0 for all
u € U, G(up) =0 and VG(ug) = 0 by (5.6). Consequently, G(u) attains local minimum at uy € U,
and the Hessian of G(-) is positive semi-definite at ug € U. Hence, vT (H(Ay, ug) — H(As, ug))v > 0
for all v € Q¢o. We can then use [59, Corollary 2.5.2] to get that ug is an eigenvalue of both
H(As, up) and H(As, ug), and D(A;, ug) is the product of other nonzero eigenvalues of H(A;, ug),
i = 2,3. This yields that D(As,ug) < D(Ag,ug). Together with (3.7), (5.5) and (5.6), one has

[—he(Ag, uo)] P Vhe (A, ug)|T"D(AL, ug) =[—he(Asg, ug)] P Vhe(Ag, uo) |9 "D (As, ug)
=[—hc(As, 1) "P|Vhe(As, ug)|T " D(Ay, ug)
>[—he(As, u)] P Vhe(As, ug)|9 " D(As, ug)
=N TP[—he (AL, u)] P Vhe (A, ug)| T D(AL, ug).

As C,4(Ay,-) is a positive measure on Qce, one gets D(Ay,up) > 0 and then AY™” < 1. Thus,

Ao <1 as ¢—p >0, which further yields A; C M\pA; = Agz. Due to A3z C Ay, one gets A; C As.
By switching the roles of A; and Ay, one can also get Ay C A, which is impossible. This

concludes A; = Ay as desired. O
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