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THE Lp-BRUNN-MINKOWSKI INEQUALITIES

FOR VARIATIONAL FUNCTIONALS WITH 0 ≤ p < 1

JINRONG HU

Abstract. The infinitesimal forms of the Lp-Brunn-Minkowski inequalities for variational

functionals, such as the q-capacity, torsional rigidity, and the first eigenvalue of the Laplace

operator, are investigated for p ≥ 0. These formulations yield Poincaré-type inequalities

related to these functionals. As an application, the Lp-Brunn-Minkowski inequalities for

torsional rigidity with 0 ≤ p < 1 are confirmed for small C2-perturbations of the unit ball.

1. Introduction

The classical Minkowski problem of prescribing surface area measure and the Brunn-

Minkowski inequality for volume are two foundational results in Brunn-Minkowski theory.

The former was originally proposed and addressed by Minkowski himself [49, 50]. This

problem underwent significant progress through a series of papers (see, e.g., [1, 2, 4, 24])

for which mostly study the existence, regularity and uniqueness. The latter states that if

Ω1,Ω2 ∈ Kn
0 and t ∈ [0, 1], then

(1.1) V ((1− t)Ω1 + tΩ2)
1/n ≥ (1− t)V (Ω1)

1/n + tV (Ω2)
1/n,

with equality if and only if Ω1 and Ω2 are homothetic. It can be expressed in an equivalent

form

(1.2) V ((1 − t)Ω1 + tΩ2) ≥ V (Ω1)
1−tV (Ω2)

t,

and for t ∈ (0, 1), there is equality if and only if Ω1 and Ω2 are translates. For standard

references on the proof of (1.1), see [28, 52]. (1.1) yields the uniqueness result for the

classical Minkowski problem. In this beautiful survey, Gardner [27] illustrated that (1.1)

has many applications in Geometry and Analysis. For instance, the classical isoperimetric

inequality can be deduced by using (1.1). Besides, by means of (1.1), Colesanti [16] obtained
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Poincaré type inequalities on the boundary of convex bodies. The Poincaré and Brunn-

Minkowski inequalities on the boundary of weighted Riemannian manifolds were derived by

Kolesnikov-Milman [42].

As an extension of the Brunn-Minkowski theory, the Lp-Brunn-Minkowski theory has

been actively investigated since the 1990s but dates back to the 1950s. In 1960s, Firey [26]

extended the Minkowski combination of convex bodies to the Lp-Minkowski sum (1 − t) ·
Ω1+p t ·Ω2 for p > 1, t ∈ [0, 1] and established the following Lp-Brunn-Minkowski inequality

when p ≥ 1:

(1.3) V ((1− t) · Ω1 +p t · Ω2)
p

n ≥ (1− t)V (Ω1)
p

n + tV (Ω2)
p

n ,

with equality if and only if Ω1 and Ω2 are dilates. The Lp Minkowski problem of prescribing

Lp surface area measure was first introduced and solved by Lutwak [48]. The case p = 1

is the classical Minkowski problem, and the case p = 0 is the log-Minkowski problem first

solved by Böröczky-Lutwak-Yang-Zhang [8]. Building upon Lutwak’s seminal work, the Lp

Minkowski problem has been the breeding ground with many meaningful outputs. However,

the uniqueness result of the Lp Minkowski problem for p ∈ [0, 1) is not completely solved;

the reason behind this is that whether the Lp-Brunn-Minkowski inequality for p ∈ [0, 1) hold

is open at large. In this regard, Böröczky-Lutwak-Yang-Zhang [9] proposed the following

conjectured Lp-Brunn-Minkowski inequality for p ∈ [0, 1).

The conjectured Lp-Brunn-Minkowski inequality for p ∈ [0, 1). The Lp-Brunn-

Minkowski inequality holds for all origin-symmetric convex bodies Ω1, Ω2 in R
n

(1.4) V ((1 − t) · Ω1 +p t · Ω2)
p

n ≥ (1− t)V (Ω1)
p

n + tV (Ω2)
p

n , ∀t ∈ [0, 1].

In the case p = 0, called the log-Brunn-Minkowski conjecture, (1.4) is interpreted as

(1.5) V ((1 − t) · Ω1 +0 t · Ω2) ≥ V (Ω1)
1−tV (Ω2)

t, ∀t ∈ [0, 1].

Note that (1.5) is stronger than (1.2), and the Lp-Brunn-Minkowski inequality is equiv-

alent to the related Lp-Minkowski inequality. The above-conjectured inequalities were es-

tablished for plane convex bodies in [9]. Kolesnikov-Milman [43] made important progress

towards (1.4) and (1.5) by establishing the local versions of these inequalities. Chen-Huang-

Li-Liu [12] extended the local results of Kolesnikov-Milman’s to the global version for p close

to 1. Recently, Ivaki-Milman [38] obtained the even Lp-Minkowski inequalities and estab-

lished the uniqueness in the even Lp-Minkowski problems for p < 1 under a curvature

pinching. See also [19, 30, 33, 36, 37].
2



Several notable studies have explored extensions and analogues of the aforementioned

Minkowski type problems and Brunn-Minkowski type inequalities associated with various

geometric invariants within the Calculus of Variations. These include investigations into

the Newton capacity, torsional rigidity, the first eigenvalue of the Laplacian and their gener-

alizations, such as see [15, 17, 25, 31, 32, 34, 35, 39, 40] and their references. In this paper,

we aim to contribute to this research area. Recall that within the context of a compact

convex set Ω ⊂ R
n (n ≥ 3), the Newton capacity C(Ω) of Ω is defined as

(1.6) C(Ω) = inf

{
∫

Rn

|∇U |2dX : U ∈ C∞
c (Rn) and U ≥ 1 on Ω

}

.

From the perspective of analysis, by [45], there exists a unique function U ∈W
1,2
0 (Rn\Ω̄)

such that

(1.7) C(Ω) =

∫

Rn\Ω̄
|∇U |2dX,

where the associated equilibrium potential U satisfies the Euler-Lagrange equation,






∆U(X) = 0, X ∈ R
n\Ω̄,

U(X) = 1, X ∈ ∂Ω,
lim|X|→∞U(X) = 0.

Jerison [40] established the Hadamard variational formula of C(·), which is given as

(1.8)
d

dt
C(Ω + tΩ1)

∣

∣

∣

t=0
=

∫

Sn−1

hΩ1
(ξ)dµcap(Ω, ξ),

here the capacitary measure µcap(Ω, η) is defined by

(1.9) µcap(Ω, η) =

∫

ν−1
Ω

(η)
|∇U(X)|2dHn−1(X) =

∫

η
|∇U(ν−1

Ω (ξ))|2dS(Ω, ξ)

for every Borel subset η ⊂ S
n−1, S(Ω, ·) is the surface area measure of Ω. Now, one sees that

∇U has finite non-tangential limit Hn−1 a.e. on ∂Ω by using the estimates of harmonic

functions proved by Dahlberg [22] and |∇U | ∈ L2(∂Ω,Hn−1), which imply that (1.9) is

well-defined a.e. on the unit sphere S
n−1.

Jerison [40] proposed the Minkowski problem characterizing capacitary measure and dealt

with the existence and regularity of the solution via the variational method, which was firstly

developed by Aleksandrov [1, 2]. Uniqueness was settled by Caffarelli-Jerison-Lieb in [11].

The associated Brunn-Minkowski inequality is stated as follows.

The Brunn-Minkowski inequality for C : given Ω1,Ω2 ∈ Kn
0 and t ∈ [0, 1], then

(1.10) C((1− t)Ω1 + tΩ2)
1/(n−2) ≥ (1− t)C(Ω1)

1/(n−2) + tC(Ω2)
1/(n−2),
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with equality if and only if Ω1 and Ω2 are homothetic. A proof of (1.10) was given by Borell

[5]; subsequently, the equality case was characterized by Caffarelli-Jerison-Lieb [11].

Based on Jerison’s work, Colesanti-Nyström-Salani-Xiao-Yang-Zhang [20] studied the q-

capacity for 1 < q < n,

(1.11) Cq(Ω) = inf

{
∫

Rn

|∇U |qdX : U ∈ C∞
c (Rn) and U ≥ 1 on Ω

}

.

Here C := C2. The associated q-equilibrium potential U satisfies the boundary value

problem (see e.g., [45]):

(1.12)







∆qU(X) = 1, X ∈ R
n\Ω̄,

U(X) = 1, X ∈ ∂Ω,

lim|X|→∞U(X) = 0,

where ∆q is the q-Laplace operator. In [20], the authors established the Hadamard varia-

tional formula of Cq(·) as

(1.13)
d

dt
Cq(Ω + tΩ1)

∣

∣

∣

t=0
= (q − 1)

∫

Sn−1

hΩ1
(ξ)dµcapq (Ω, ξ),

where the q-capacitary measure µcapq(Ω, ·) is defined as

(1.14) µcapq(Ω, η) =

∫

ν−1

Ω
(η)

|∇U(X)|qdHn−1(X) =

∫

η
|∇U(ν−1

Ω (ξ))|qdS(Ω, ξ)

for every Borel subset η of Sn−1, and defined the mixed q-capacity Cq(Ω,Ω1) as

Cq(Ω,Ω1) =
q − 1

n− q

∫

Sn−1

hΩ1
(ξ)dµcapq (Ω, ξ).

The case q = 2 is classical with landmark contributions in Jerison’s work [40]. Here we

write µcap := µcap2 . In [46, 47], Lewis-Nyström generalized Dahlberg’s results [22] (q = 2)

to the case 1 < q < ∞, this tells us that ∇U has finite non-tangential limits Hn−1 a.e. on

∂Ω and |∇U | ∈ Lq(∂Ω,Hn−1).

The Minkowski problem for q-capacitary measure for 1 < q < n was first introduced in

[20]. There the existence and regularity of the solution were studied when 1 < q < 2. Later

Akman-Gong-Hineman-Lewis-Vogel [3] investigated the existence’s result to 1 < q < n and

replacing the q-capacity by a generalized nonlinear capacity. The uniqueness for 1 < q < n

was settled in [20] and the associated Brunn-Minkowski inequality is as follows.

The Brunn-Minkowski inequality for Cq [18] due to Colesanti and Salani : given Ω1,Ω2 ∈
Kn

0 , for 1 < q < n and t ∈ [0, 1], then

(1.15) Cq((1 − t)Ω1 + tΩ2)
1/(n−q) ≥ (1− t)Cq(Ω1)

1/(n−q) + tCq(Ω2)
1/(n−q),

with equality if and only if Ω1 and Ω2 are homothetic.
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Later, Zou-Xiong [56] extended the Colesanti-Nyström-Salani-Xiao-Yang-Zhang’s work

[20], they established the Lp-Hadamard variational formula of Cq for 1 ≤ p < ∞ and

1 < q < n as

dCq(Ω +p t · Ω1)

dt

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

t=0

=
q − 1

p

∫

Sn−1

h
p
Ω1
(ξ)dµ

capq
p (Ω, ξ),

where the (p, q)-capacitary measure is defined as

(1.16) µ
capq
p (Ω, η) =

∫

ν−1

Ω
(η)
hΩ(νΩ(X))1−pdµcapq(Ω, η) =

∫

η
hΩ(ξ)

1−pdµcapq(Ω, η),

and defined the mixed (p, q)-capacity Cp,q(Ω,Ω1) as

Cp,q(Ω,Ω1) =
q − 1

n− q

∫

Sn−1

h
p
Ω1
(ξ)dµ

capq
p (Ω, ξ).

Here we write µcapp := µ
cap2
p . The authors in [56] also settled the existence of the solution

to the Lp Minkowski problem for q-capacitary measure when p ≥ 1 and 1 < q < n, Xiong-

Xiong-Xu [55] complemented the case 0 < p < 1 and 1 < q < 2. While the uniqueness is

only obtained in case p ≥ 1 and 1 < q < n in [56], which is associated with the following

inequality:

The Lp-Brunn-Minkowski inequality for Cq [56] : given Ω1,Ω2 ∈ Kn
0 , for 1 ≤ p < ∞,

1 < q < n and t ∈ [0, 1], then

(1.17) Cq((1 − t) · Ω1 +p t · Ω2)
p/(n−q) ≥ (1− t)Cq(Ω1)

p/(n−q) + tCq(Ω2)
p/(n−q),

with equality if and only if Ω1 and Ω2 are dilates.

Very recently, there have been some results on the existence of a solution to the log-

Minkowski problem prescribing cone q-capacitary measure in the case p = 0 in (1.16). The

cone q-capacitary measure Gcapq (Ω, ·) of a convex body Ω is defined for a Borel set η ⊂ S
n−1

by

(1.18) Gcapq(Ω, η) =
q − 1

n− q

∫

X∈ν−1

Ω
(η)
hΩ(νΩ(X))dµcapq (Ω, η).

Here we write Gcap := Gcap2 . Xiong-Xiong [54] solved this problem for polytopes. Note

that the uniqueness question is open due to lack of a log-Brunn-Minkowski inequality for

q-capacity — analogous to the conjectured log-Brunn-Minkowski inequality.

The torsional rigidity (abbreviated as torsion later) of Ω is defined as

(1.19)
1

T (Ω)
= inf

{

∫

Ω |∇U |2dX
(
∫

Ω |U |dX)2
: U ∈W 1,2

0 (Ω) ,

∫

Ω
|U |dX > 0

}

.
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For problem (1.19), from [15], we know that there exists a unique function U such that

T (Ω) =

∫

Ω
UdX,

where U is the solution of the boundary-value problem

(1.20)

{

∆U(X) = −1, X ∈ Ω,

U(X) = 0, X ∈ ∂Ω.

For two arbitrary convex bodies Ω,Ω1 in R
n, in analogy with the variational formula of

volume (see, e.g., [52]), Colesanti-Fimiani [17] obtained the variational formula of torsion,

(1.21)
d

dt
T (Ω + tΩ1)

∣

∣

∣

t=0+
=

∫

∂Ω
hΩ1

(νΩ(X))|∇U(X)|2dHn−1(X),

where the torsional measure µtor(Ω, η) is defined on the unit sphere S
n−1 by

(1.22) µtor(Ω, η) =

∫

ν−1

Ω
(η)

|∇U(X)|2dHn−1(X) =

∫

η
|∇U(ν−1

Ω (ξ))|2dS(Ω, ξ)

for every Borel subset η of Sn−1. In addition, they also defined the mixed torsion T (Ω,Ω1)

as

T (Ω,Ω1) =
1

n+ 2

∫

Sn−1

hΩ1
(ξ)dµtor(Ω, ξ).

Moreover, the estimates on harmonic function established by Dahlberg [22] illustrate that

∇U has finite non-tangential limit at Hn−1-a.e. on ∂Ω with |∇U | ∈ L2(∂Ω,Hn−1), which

is not limited by the smooth condition on Ω. Hence, (1.22) is well-defined a.e. on the unit

sphere S
n−1.

The Minkowski problem prescribing torsional measure was first posed by Colesanti-

Fimiani [17]. They proved the existence and uniqueness of the solution up to translations via

the variational method. The uniqueness is associated with the following Brunn-Minkowski

inequality:

The Brunn-Minkowski inequality for T : given Ω1,Ω2 ∈ Kn
0 , for t ∈ [0, 1], then

(1.23) T ((1− t)Ω1 + tΩ2)
1/(n+2) ≥ (1− t)T (Ω1)

1/(n+2) + tT (Ω2)
1/(n+2).

The above inequality was first gained by Borell [6], and Colesanti [15] proved that equality

occurs in (1.23) if and only if Ω1 is homothetic to Ω2.

Similar to the Lp surface area measure (see, e.g., [52]), Chen-Dai [13] defined the Lp

torsional measure µtorp (Ω, ·) by

(1.24) µtorp (Ω, η) =

∫

ν−1

Ω
(η)
hΩ(νΩ(X))1−pdµtor(Ω, η) =

∫

η
hΩ(ξ)

1−pdµtor(Ω, η)

6



for every Borel subset η of Sn−1. They also defined the Lp mixed torsion Tp(Ω,Ω1) as

Tp(Ω,Ω1) =
1

n+ 2

∫

Sn−1

h
p
Ω1
(ξ)dµtorp (Ω, ξ).

The Lp Minkowski problem prescribing Lp torsional measure was first introduced in

[13]. The authors proved the existence and uniqueness of the solution when p > 1. The

uniqueness corresponds to the following inequality:

The Lp-Brunn-Minkowski inequality for T [13]: given Ω1,Ω2 ∈ Kn
0 , for 1 ≤ p < ∞, and

t ∈ [0, 1], then

(1.25) T ((1− t) · Ω1 +p t · Ω2)
p/(n+2) ≥ (1− t)T (Ω1)

p/(n+2) + tT (Ω2)
p/(n+2),

with equality if and only if Ω1 and Ω2 are dilates. For the case 0 < p < 1, Hu-Liu [32] gave a

sufficient condition for existence of a solution to the Lp torsional Minkowski problem, while

the uniqueness for 0 < p < 1 is unknown since there is no related Lp-Brunn-Minkowski

inequality. Specially, if p = 0, the Lp torsional measure of a convex body Ω corresponds to

cone torsional measure Gtor(Ω, ·), which is defined for a Borel set η ⊂ S
n−1 by

(1.26) Gtor(Ω, η) =
1

n+ 2

∫

X∈ν−1

Ω
(η)
hΩ(νΩ(X))dµtor(Ω, η).

The Minkowski problem prescribing cone torsional measure was recently studied by [44]

with the evenness assumption and [31] without even assumption. The uniqueness of the

torsion log-Minkowski problem is also challenging. The key could be to prove a log-Brunn-

Minkowski inequality for torsion.

The first eigenvalue of the Laplace operator (abbreviated as first eigenvalue later) λ(Ω)

of Ω is defined as follows

(1.27) λ(Ω) = inf

{

∫

Ω |∇U |2dX
∫

Ω U
2dX

: U ∈W
1,2
0 (Ω),

∫

Ω
U2dx > 0

}

.

Sakaguchi [51] proved that the infimum is attained for some function U ∈W 1,2
0 (Ω), satisfying

(1.28)

{

∆U(X) = −λU, X ∈ Ω,
U(X) = 0, X ∈ ∂Ω.

If we restrict the minimizer U with
∫

Ω U
2dX = 1, then

λ(Ω) =

∫

Ω
|∇U |2dX.

Jerison [41] established the Hadamard variational formula of λ(·), which is given as

(1.29)
d

dt
λ(Ω + tΩ1)

∣

∣

∣

t=0
= −

∫

Sn−1

hΩ1
(ξ)dµeig(Ω, ξ),

7



here the eigenvalue measure µeig(Ω, η) is defined by

(1.30) µeig(Ω, η) =

∫

ν−1

Ω
(η)

|∇U(X)|2dHn−1(X) =

∫

η
|∇U(ν−1

Ω (ξ))|2dS(Ω, ξ)

for every Borel subset η ⊂ S
n−1. Based on that, the mixed first eigenvalue λ(Ω,Ω1) is

defined as

λ(Ω,Ω1) =
1

2

∫

Sn−1

hΩ1
(ξ)dµeig(Ω, ξ),

and for a Borel set η ⊂ S
n−1, define the cone eigenvalue measure as

(1.31) Geig(Ω, η) =
1

2

∫

X∈ν−1

Ω
(η)
hΩ(νΩ(X))dµeig(Ω, η).

We remark that the Minkowski problem for the eigenvalue measure was also studied in

[41]. The uniqueness of this problem is related to the following inequality:

The Brunn-Minkowski inequality for λ : For Ω1,Ω2 ∈ Kn
0 and t ∈ [0, 1], then

(1.32) λ((1− t)Ω1 + tΩ2)
−1/2 ≥ (1− t)λ(Ω1)

−1/2 + tλ(Ω2)
−1/2,

with equality if and only if Ω1 and Ω2 are homothetic. A proof of (1.32) was given by

Brascamp-Lieb [10], another proof was shown by Borell [7], and subsequently, the equality

case was characterized by Colesanti [15].

As far as we know, there are very few results on the Lp-Brunn-Minkowski inequalities

for the above variational functionals with 0 ≤ p < 1. Very recently, Crasta-Fragalà [21]

made some progress; they proved that if the above cone variational measure is absolutely

continuous with constant density and if the body is origin-centered, the underlying body is

a ball. In addition, in conjunction with the Saint-Venant inequality between volume and

torsion, they obtained the following inequality for torsion:
∫

Sn−1

log
hΩ

hBn

dḠtor(Bn, ·) ≥ 1

n+ 2
log

T (Ω)

T (Bn)

for a centrally symmetric convex body Ω and a unit ball Bn, where dḠtor(Ω, ·) = dGtor(Ω,·)
T (Ω) .

In this paper, the infinitesimal formulations on the Lp-Brunn-Minkowski inequalities of

the above variational functionals are derived for p ≥ 0. As applications, the local Lp-Brunn-

Minkowski inequalities for torsion with 0 ≤ p < 1 in small enough C2-perturbations of the

unit ball can be derived:

Theorem 1.1 (The Lp-Brunn-Minkowski inequalities for torsion for 0 < p < 1). Let

ϕ ∈ C2(Sn−1) be even. Then there exists a sufficiently small ε > 0 such that for every
8



s1, s2 ∈ [−ε, ε] and for every t ∈ [0, 1], there is

(1.33) T (t · Ω1 +p (1− t) · Ω2)
p

n+2 ≥ tT (Ω1)
p

n+2 + (1− t)T (Ω2)
p

n+2 ,

where Ω1 is the convex body with the support function h1 = (1+ s1ϕ)
1

p and Ω2 is the convex

body with the support function h2 = (1 + s2ϕ)
1

p .

Theorem 1.2 (The log-Brunn-Minkowski inequality for torsion). Let φ ∈ C2(Sn−1) be

even. Then there exists a sufficiently small ε > 0 such that for every s1, s2 ∈ [−ε, ε] and for

every t ∈ [0, 1], there is

(1.34) T (t · Ω1 +0 (1− t) · Ω2) ≥ T (Ω1)
tT (Ω2)

1−t,

where Ω1 is the convex body with the support function h1 = es1φ and Ω2 is the convex body

with the support function h2 = es2φ.

Remark 1.3. In fact, by the monotonically increasing properties of torsion and the Lp

sum of convex bodies in R
n with p ≥ 0, one sees that the log-Brunn-Minkowski inequality

for torsion leads to the Lp-Brunn-Minkowski inequalities for torsion with 0 < p < ∞. It

is very interesting to strengthen the results of Theorems 1.1 and 1.2, and investigate the

Lp-Brunn-Minkowski inequality of q-capacity and first eigenvalue for 0 ≤ p < 1.

The organization of this paper is as follows: Sec. 2 includes some preliminaries on convex

body and variational functionals. In Sec. 3, we obtain the first and second variational

formulas of variational functionals under Lp sum. In Sec. 4, we give a class of Poincaré

type inequalities for variational functionals coming from their related Lp-Brunn-Minkowski

inequalities. Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 shall be proved in Sec. 5.

2. Preliminaries

This section recalls some basics on convex body and variational functionals.

2.1. Basics of convex bodies. There are many standard references about the theory of

convex bodies, for instance, Gardner [28] and Schneider [52].

Write R
n for the n-dimensional Euclidean space. The unit ball in R

n is denoted by Bn.

We write ωn for the n-dimensional volume of Bn. For Y,Z ∈ R
n, Y ·Z denotes the standard

inner product. For vectors X ∈ R
n, |X| =

√
X ·X is the Euclidean norm. Let Sn−1 be the

unit sphere, and C(Sn−1) be the set of continuous functions defined on S
n−1. The set of

even functions in C2(Sn−1) is denoted by C2
e (S

n−1). A convex body is a compact convex
9



set of Rn with a non-empty interior. The set of all convex bodies in R
n is denoted by Kn.

The set of all convex bodies that contain the origin in the interior in R
n is denoted by Kn

0 .

Let K2
+,e denote the class of origin-symmetric convex bodies with C2 smooth boundary and

strictly positive Gauss curvature.

If Ω ∈ Kn
0 , for ξ ∈ S

n−1, the support function of Ω (with respect to the origin) is defined

by

hΩ(ξ) = max{ξ · Y : Y ∈ Ω}.

We may extend this definition to a homogeneous function of degree one in R
n\{0} by the

equation hΩ(ξ) = |ξ|hΩ
(

ξ
|ξ|

)

.

The Lp sum of Ω1,Ω2 ∈ Kn
0 for a, b > 0 and p 6= 0 is defined as (see [26])

a · Ω1 +p b · Ω2 =
⋂

ξ∈Sn−1

{

X ∈ R
n : X · ξ ≤ (ahΩ1

(ξ)p + bhΩ2
(ξ)p)

1

p

}

,

and the L0 sum (log-Minkowski sum) of Ω1,Ω2 ∈ Kn
0 for a, b > 0 is defined as

a · Ω1 +0 b · Ω2 =
⋂

ξ∈Sn−1

{

X ∈ R
n : X · ξ ≤ hΩ1

(ξ)ahΩ2
(ξ)b

}

.

Given a convex body Ω in R
n, for Hn−1 almost all X ∈ ∂Ω, the unit outer normal of Ω

at X is unique. In such case, we use νΩ to denote the Gauss map that takes X ∈ ∂Ω to its

unique unit outer normal. Meanwhile, for ω ⊂ S
n−1, the inverse Gauss map νΩ is expressed

as

ν−1
Ω (ω) = {X ∈ ∂Ω : νΩ(X) is defined and νΩ(X) ∈ ω}.

Let h∗ := hΩ∗ denote the support function of Ω∗, where Ω∗ is the polar body of Ω defined

by

Ω∗ = {X ∈ R
n,X · Y ≤ 1 for all Y ∈ Ω}.

Notice that the Gauss map can be defined on ∂Ω as

νΩ =
∇h∗
|∇h∗| .

Due to hΩ(∇h∗(X)) = 1 for X ∈ ∂Ω, it follows that

hΩ(νΩ(X)) =
1

|∇h∗| .

In particular, for a convex body Ω of class C2
+, i.e., its boundary is C2-smooth and is of

positive Gauss curvature, for simplicity in the subsequence, we abbreviate ν−1
Ω as F , and

10



h := hΩ. Then the support function of Ω can be written as

(2.1) h(ξ) = ξ · F (ξ) = νΩ(X) ·X, where ξ ∈ S
n−1, νΩ(X) = ξ and X ∈ ∂Ω.

Let {e1, e2, . . . , en−1} be a local orthonormal frame on S
n−1, hi be the first order covariant

derivatives of hΩ(·) with respect to a local orthonormal frame on S
n−1. Differentiating (2.1)

with respect to ei , we get

hi = ei · F (ξ) + ξ · Fi(ξ).

Since Fi is tangent to ∂Ω at F (x), we obtain

(2.2) hi = ei · F (ξ).

Combining (2.1) and (2.2), we have (see also [53, p. 97])

(2.3) F (ξ) =
∑

i

hiei + hξ = ∇Sn−1h+ hξ.

Here ∇Sn−1 is the (standard) spherical gradient. On the other hand, since we can extend

hΩ(·) to R
n as a 1-homogeneous function h(·), then restrict the gradient of h(·) on S

n−1, it

yields that (see for example, [14])

(2.4) ∇h(ξ) = F (ξ), ∀ξ ∈ S
n−1,

where ∇ is the gradient operator in R
n. Let hij be the second-order covariant derivatives

of hΩ with respect to a local orthonormal frame on S
n−1. Then, applying (2.3) and (2.4),

we have (see, e.g., [39, p. 382])

(2.5) ∇h(ξ) =
∑

i

hiei + hξ, Fi(ξ) =
∑

j

(hij + hδij)ej .

Also, the reverse Weingarten map of Ω at ξ is given by

hij + hδij = D(ν−1
Ω (ξ)) on S

n−1.

We define the matrix

Q(h̃; ξ) = (h̃ij(ξ) + h̃(ξ)δij)i,j=1,...,n−1, ξ ∈ S
n−1,

and the set

S = {h̃ ∈ C2(Sn−1) : h̃ij + h̃δij > 0 on S
n−1}.

The second fundamental form II∂Ω at X ∈ ∂Ω is defined as IIX(Y,Z) = ∇Y νΩ · Z with

Y,Z ∈ TX∂Ω. We write II−1
∂Ω for the inverse Π∂Ω. From the definition of the Weingarten

map, one sees that the second fundamental form of ∂Ω is equivalent to Weingarten map,

i.e., Π∂Ω = DνΩ.
11



The Gauss curvature of ∂Ω, κ, i.e., the Jacobian determinant of Gauss map of ∂Ω, is

revealed as

κ =
1

det(hij + hδij)
.

2.2. Basics of variational functionals. For the reader’s convenience, we collect some

facts about the properties of capacity, torsion and first eigenvalue.

Now, according to [22, 39, 40], we first list some properties corresponding to the solution

U of (1.12), as shown below.

For any X ∈ ∂Ω, 0 < b < 1, the non-tangential cone is defined as

Γ(X) =
{

Y ∈ R
n\Ω̄ : dist(Y, ∂Ω) > b|X − Y |

}

.

Lemma 2.1. Let Ω ∈ Kn
0 and U be the solution of (1.12) in R

n\Ω̄. Then, the non-tangential
limit

∇U(X) = lim
Y→X, Y ∈Γ(X)

∇U(Y )

exists for Hn−1 almost all X ∈ ∂Ω. Furthermore, for Hn−1 almost all X ∈ ∂Ω,

∇U(X) = −|∇U(X)|νΩ(X) and |∇U | ∈ Lq(∂Ω,Hn−1).

With respect to q-capacity Cq for 1 < q < n, there are the following properties.

Lemma 2.2. [20] (i) It is positively homogenous of order (n− q), i.e.,

Cq(mΩ0) = mn−qCq(Ω0), m > 0.

(ii) It is translation invariant. That is

Cq(Ω0 + x0) = Cq(Ω0), ∀x0 ∈ R
n.

(iii) It is monotonically increasing, i.e., Cq(Ω1) ≤ Cq(Ω2) if Ω1 ⊂ Ω2.

Let Ω ∈ Kn
0 of class C2

+, and U be the solution of (1.12) in R
n\Ω̄. By a direct calculation

in conjunction with Lemma 2.1 and the divergence theorem, for 1 < q < n, [20] showed

that

(2.6) Cq(Ω) =
q − 1

n− q

∫

∂Ω
|∇U(X)|q(X · νΩ(X))dHn−1(X).

Since for every f ∈ C(Sn−1),
∫

Sn−1

f(ξ)dSΩ(ξ) =

∫

∂Ω
f(νΩ(X))dHn−1(X).

12



(2.6) is equivalent to

Cq(h) := Cq(Ω) =
q − 1

n− q

∫

Sn−1

|∇U(F (ξ))|qh(ξ)dS(Ω, ξ)

=
q − 1

n− q

∫

Sn−1

|∇U(F (ξ))|qh(ξ) det(hij(ξ) + h(ξ)δij)dξ,(2.7)

Let Ω ∈ Kn
0 of class C2

+, and U be the solution of (1.20) in Ω, then T (Ω) can be expressed

as (for more details, such as see [15, 17])

T (h) := T (Ω) =
1

n+ 2

∫

Sn−1

|∇U(F (ξ))|2h(ξ)dS(Ω, ξ)

=
1

n+ 2

∫

Sn−1

|∇U(F (ξ))|2h(ξ) det(hij(ξ) + h(ξ)δij)dξ.(2.8)

The torsion is positively homogeneous of order n + 2 and is translation invariant and is

monotonically increasing.

Let Ω ∈ Kn
0 of class C2

+, and U is the solution of (1.28) in Ω, λ(Ω) can be written as (for

more details, such as see [15, 41])

λ(h) := λ(Ω) =
1

2

∫

Sn−1

|∇U(F (ξ))|2h(ξ)dS(Ω, ξ)

=
1

2

∫

Sn−1

|∇U(F (ξ))|2h(ξ) det(hij(ξ) + h(ξ)δij)dξ.(2.9)

The first eigenvalue is homogeneous of order −2 and is monotonically decreasing.

3. The first and second variational formulas of variational functionals

under Lp sum

In this section, we calculate the first and second variational formulas of variational func-

tionals under Lp sum.

3.1. q-capacity. We first list the following results proved in [20, Lemma 3.3] or [40, Lemma

2.5]. For the reader’s convenience, we give the proof process.

Lemma 3.1. Suppose 1 < q < n. Let Ωt ∈ Kn
0 of class C2

+ in R
n with |t| < ε for ε > 0,

and U(·, t) be the solution of (1.12) in R
n\Ω̄t, then

(i)(∇2U(F (ξ, t), t)ei) · ej = −κ|∇U(F (ξ, t), t)|cij(ξ, t);

(ii)(∇2U(F (ξ, t), t)ξ) · ξ = (q − 1)−1κ|∇U(F (ξ, t), t)|∑i cii(ξ, t);

(iii)(∇2U(F (ξ, t), t)ei) · ξ = −κ∑j |∇U(F (ξ, t), t)|jcij(ξ, t),

where cij(·, t) is the cofactor matrix of ((ht)ij + htδij).
13



Proof. First notice that Ωt ∈ Kn
0 is of class C2

+, from an elementary barrier argument and

boundary Schauder estimate for quasi-linear elliptic equations, such as see [29], one sees

that partial derivatives of U up to, and including, order two are pointwise well-defined on

∂Ωt. By virtue of this fact, the proof can be shown as below. Assume that ht(ξ) ∈ C2(Sn−1)

for each t ∈ (−ε, ε) with ε > 0 is the support function of Ωt and let h
′

t :=
∂ht(ξ)
∂t . Then,

recall (2.4) and (2.5), we get F (ξ, t) =
∑

i(ht)iei+ htξ,
∂F (ξ,t)
∂t := Ḟ (ξ, t) =

∑

i(h
′

t)iei+ h
′

tξ,

Fi(ξ, t) =
∑

j wijej with wij := (ht)ij+htδij , and Fij(ξ, t) =
∑

k wijkek−wijξ, where wijk are
the covariant derivatives of wij . Note that, from Lemma 2.1, we know that ∇U(F (ξ, t), t) =

−|∇U(F (ξ, t), t)|ξ, thus we have

∇U · Fi = 0,

and

((∇2U)Fj) · Fi +∇U · Fij = 0.

It follows that

(3.1)
∑

k,l

wikwjl((∇2U)el) · ek) + wij |∇U | = 0.

Multiplying both sides of (3.1) by cipcjq and sum for i, j, we get
∑

k,l

δkpδql((∇2Uel) · ek) = −κ
∑

j

δjpcjq|∇U |.

Hence,

(∇2Uei) · ej = −κcij |∇U |.

This proves (i).

Second, recall that

|∇U(F (ξ, t), t)| = −∇U(F (ξ, t), t) · ξ.

Taking the covariant derivative of both sides, we have

|∇U |j = −∇U · ej − (∇2U)Fj · ξ

= −
∑

i

wij((∇2U)ei · ξ).(3.2)

Multiplying both sides of (3.2) by clj and sum for j, and combining
∑

j

cljwij = δli det((ht)ij + htδij).

Then, we get
∑

j

cij|∇U |j = − det((ht)ij + htδij)(∇2U)ei · ξ.
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Hence

(∇2U)ei · ξ = −κ
∑

j

cij |∇U |j .

This proves (iii).

Last, using the q-Laplace equation for U , we get

(q − 2)((∇2U)ξ · ξ) + ∆U = 0.

Employing (i), we obtain

(q − 1)(∇2U)ξ · ξ = (∇2U)ξ · ξ −∆U

= −
∑

i

(∇2U)ei · ei = κ
∑

i

cii|∇U |.

Hence, the proof is completed. �

We have the following result along the same line of proof as in [20, Lemma 3.1].

Lemma 3.2. Suppose 1 < q < n. Let Ωt ∈ Kn
0 of class C2

+ in R
n with |t| < ε for ε > 0,

and U(·, t) be the solution of (1.12) in R
n\Ω̄t. Then for each fixed X ∈ R

n\Ω̄t, the function

t → U(X, t) is differentiable with respect to t. Let U̇(X, t) = ∂U
∂t (X, t). The function

U̇(·, t) : Rn\Ω̄t → R can be extended to ∂Ωt so that U̇(·, t) ∈ C2(Rn\Ωt). Moreover,
{

∇ · ((q − 2)|∇U |q−4(∇U · ∇U̇)∇U + |∇U |q−2∇U̇) = 0, X ∈ R
n\Ω̄t,

U̇(X, t) = |∇U(X, t)|h′

t, X ∈ ∂Ωt,

where ht is the support function of Ωt, and h
′

t denotes the derivative of ht with respect to t.

Furthermore, there exists c = c(n, q) such that

0 ≤ U̇ ≤ c|X|
q−n

q−1 as |X| → ∞,

0 ≤ |∇U̇ | ≤ c|X|
1−n
q−1 as |X| → ∞.

In addition,

∇U̇(X) := lim
Y→X,Y ∈Γ(X)

∇U̇(Y ) exists for every X ∈ ∂Ωt,

and
∫

∂Ωt

|∇U |q−1|∇U̇ |dHn−1 <∞.

Inspired by [20, Lemma 3.2], the following lemma can also be obtained.
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Lemma 3.3. Suppose 1 < q < n. Let Ωt ∈ Kn
0 of class C2

+ in R
n with |t| < ε for ε > 0,

and U(·, t) be the solution of (1.12) in R
n\Ω̄t. Let Ωt,i ∈ Kn

0 of class C2
+ in R

n for i = 1, 2,

and ht,i be the support function of Ωt,i. Let Ui(·, t) be the solution of (1.12) in R
n\Ω̄t,i. Let

U̇i(X, t) =
∂Ui

∂t (X, t) for all X ∈ R
n\Ωt. Then,

∫

∂Ωt

h
′

t,1(νΩt(X))|∇U(X, t)|q−1(νΩt(X) · ∇U̇2(X, t))dHn−1(X)

=

∫

∂Ωt

h
′

t,2(νΩt(X))|∇U(X, t)|q−1(νΩt(X) · ∇U̇1(X, t))dHn−1(X).

(3.3)

Now, applying Lemmas 3.2, 3.3, we can get the first and second variational formulas of

Cq under Lp sum.

Lemma 3.4. Suppose p > 0 and 1 < q < n. Let h ∈ S be positive, φ ∈ C2(Sn−1) and ε > 0

such that (hp+tφp)1/p ∈ S for every t ∈ (−ε, ε). Set ht = (hp+tφp)1/p and fp,q(t) = Cq(ht).

Then

f
′

p,q(0) =
q − 1

p

∫

Sn−1

φph1−p
|∇U(F (ξ))|q

κ
dξ,

and

f
′′

p,q(0) =
(1− p)(q − 1)

p2

∫

Sn−1

h1−2pφ2p|∇U(F (ξ))|q 1
κ
dξ

− q(q − 1)

p

∫

Sn−1

h1−pφp
|∇U(F (ξ))|q−1

κ
∇U̇(F (ξ)) · ξdξ

− 1

p2

∫

Sn−1

∑

i

|∇U(F (ξ))|qciih2−2pφ2pdξ

+
(q − 1)

p2

∫

Sn−1

∑

i,j

h1−pφp(cij |∇U(F (ξ))|q(h1−pφp)i)jdξ,

where U̇ satisfies the following equation










∇ · ((q − 2)|∇U |q−4(∇U · ∇U̇)∇U + |∇U |q−2∇U̇) = 0, X ∈ R
n\Ω̄,

U̇(X) = 1
pφ

p(νΩ(X))h1−p(νΩ(X))|∇U(X)|, X ∈ ∂Ω,

lim|X|→∞ U̇(X) = 0.

Proof. In view of Lemma 3.2, we first conclude that U(F (ξ, t), t) is differentiable with respect

to t. Based on this fact and using (2.7), by a direct calculation, we have

f
′

p,q(t) =
d

dt
Cq(ht)

=
q − 1

n− q

∫

Sn−1

(h
′

tG(ht) + ht
d

dt
G(ht))dξ, ∀ξ ∈ S

n−1,

(3.4)

where

(3.5) G(ht) = |∇U(F (ξ, t), t)|q det((ht)ij + htδij)(ξ),
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with

F (ξ) = ν−1
Ω (ξ) = ∇h(ξ) =

∑

i

hi(ξ)ei(ξ) + h(ξ)ξ.

By (3.5), we have

d

dt
G(ht) =

d

dt
[|∇U(F (ξ, t), t)|q det((ht)ij + htδij)]

= |∇U(F (ξ, t), t)|q(ctij((h
′

t)ij + (h
′

t)δij)) + det((ht)ij + htδij)
d

dt
(|∇U(F (ξ, t), t)|q)

= |∇U(F (ξ, t), t)|q(ctij((h
′

t)ij + (h
′

t)δij))

+ q|∇U(F (ξ, t), t)|q−1 det((ht)ij + htδij)
d

dt
(|∇U(F (ξ, t), t)|),

(3.6)

where ctij := cij(·, t) is the cofactor matrix of ((ht)ij + htδij).

Since |∇U(F (ξ, t), t)| = −∇U(F (ξ, t), t) · ξ, F (ξ, t) =
∑

i(ht)iei + htξ, and Ḟ (ξ, t) =
∑

i(h
′

t)iei + h
′

tξ, then we get

d

dt
(|∇U(F (ξ, t), t)|)

= −∇2U(F (ξ, t), t)ξ · Ḟ (ξ, t)−∇U̇(F (ξ, t), t) · ξ

= −∇2U(F (ξ, t), t))ξ · (
∑

i

(h
′

t)iei + h
′

tξ)−∇U̇(F (ξ, t), t) · ξ.
(3.7)

Applying Lemma 3.1 into (3.7), we have

d

dt
(|∇U(F (ξ, t), t)|)

= −∇2U(F (ξ, t), t)ξ · (
∑

i

(h
′

t)iei + h
′

tξ)−∇U̇(F (ξ, t), t) · ξ

= κ
∑

i,j

ctij |∇U |j(h
′

t)i − (q − 1)−1κ|∇U |
∑

i

ctiih
′

t −∇U̇(F (ξ, t), t) · ξ.

(3.8)
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Substituting (3.8) into (3.6), we have

d

dt
G(ht)

= |∇U(F (ξ, t), t)|q
∑

i,j

ctij((h
′

t)ij + (h
′

t)δij)

+ q|∇U(F (ξ, t), t)|q−1 det((ht)ij + htδij)



κ
∑

i,j

ctij |∇U |j(h
′

t)i

−(q − 1)−1κ|∇U(F (ξ, t), t)|
∑

i

ctii(h
′

t)−∇U̇(F (ξ, t), t) · ξ
]

= −q |∇U(F (ξ, t), t)|q−1

κ
∇U̇(F (ξ, t), t) · ξ − q

q − 1
|∇U(F (ξ, t), t)|q

∑

i

ctii(h
′

t)

+ q
∑

i,j

ctij |∇U(F (ξ, t), t)|q−1|∇U(F (ξ, t), t)|j(h
′

t)i + |∇U(F (ξ, t), t)|q
∑

i,j

ctij((h
′

t)ij + (h
′

t)δij).

(3.9)

For simplifying (3.9), we apply the conclusion that Σjcijj = 0 proved by [14], where cijl is

the covariant derivative tensor of cij .

We calculate

d

dt
G(ht)

= −q |∇U(F (ξ, t), t)|q−1

κ
∇U̇(F (ξ, t), t) · ξ − (q − 1)−1|∇U(F (ξ, t), t)|q

∑

i

ctii(h
′

t)

+
∑

i,j

(ctij |∇U(F (ξ, t), t)|q(h′

t)i)j

:= Lt(h′

t).

(3.10)

We show that the operator Lt is self-adjoint on L2(Sn−1, dξ) equipped with the standard

scalar product. To see this, define for j = 1, 2, 3,

Lt1(h
′

t) = −q |∇U(F (ξ, t), t)|q−1

κ
∇U̇(F (ξ, t), t) · ξ,

Lt2(h
′

t) = −(q − 1)−1|∇U(F (ξ, t), t)|q
∑

i

ctii(h
′

t),

and

Lt3(h
′

t) =
∑

i,j

(ctij |∇U(F (ξ, t), t)|q(h′

t)i)j .

We verify that Lt1,Lt2 and Lt3 are self-adjoint on L2(Sn−1, dξ), i.e., for h
′

t,1(ξ), h
′

t,2(ξ) ∈ S:

(3.11)

∫

Sn−1

h
′

t,1Ltj(h
′

t,2)dξ =

∫

Sn−1

h
′

t,2Ltj(h
′

t,1)dξ, j = 1, 2, 3.
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Clearly, Lt2 is self-adjoint, Lt3 is self-adjoint by applying integration by parts, and Lem-

mas 3.2 and 3.3 indicate that Lt1 is self-adjoint. We conclude that, Lt is self-adjoint on

L2(Sn−1, dξ). In view of (3.5), G(ht) is positively homogeneous of order (n − q − 1), for

s ≥ 0, set G(ht + sht) = G((1 + s)ht) = (1 + s)n−q−1G(ht), then we have

(3.12)
d

ds
G((1 + s)ht)

∣

∣

∣

s=0+
= (n− q − 1)G(ht) = Lt(ht).

Applying (3.12) into (3.4), we obtain

d

dt
fp,q(t) =

q − 1

n− q

∫

Sn−1

(h
′

tG(ht) + htLt(h
′

t))dξ

=
q − 1

n− q

∫

Sn−1

(h
′

tG(ht) + h
′

tLt(ht))dξ

=
q − 1

n− q

∫

Sn−1

(h
′

tG(ht) + (n− q − 1)(h
′

t)G(ht))dξ

= (q − 1)

∫

Sn−1

h
′

tG(ht)dξ,

(3.13)

namely,

f
′

p,q(t) = (q − 1)

∫

Sn−1

(h
′

t)(ξ)|∇U(F (ξ, t), t)|q det((ht)ij(ξ) + ht(ξ)δij)dξ.(3.14)

Using (3.13), we get

f
′′

p,q(t) = (q − 1)

∫

Sn−1

(h
′′

t )G(ht)dξ + (q − 1)

∫

Sn−1

(h
′

t)L(h
′

t)dξ.(3.15)

Then

f
′

p,q(0) =
q − 1

p

∫

Sn−1

h1−pφp|∇U(F (ξ)|q det(hij(ξ) + h(ξ)δij)dξ,

and

f
′′

p,q(0) =
(1− p)(q − 1)

p2

∫

Sn−1

h1−2pφ2p|∇U(F (ξ))|q 1
κ
dξ

− q(q − 1)

p

∫

Sn−1

h1−pφp
|∇U(F (ξ))|q−1

κ
∇U̇(F (ξ)) · ξdξ

− 1

p2

∫

Sn−1

∑

i

|∇U(F (ξ))|qciih2−2pφ2pdξ

+
(q − 1)

p2

∫

Sn−1

∑

i,j

h1−pφp(cij |∇U(F (ξ))|q(h1−pφp)i)jdξ.

Hence, Lemma 3.4 is completed. �
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3.2. Torsion. We calculate the first and second variational formulas of torsion under Lp

sum. We first list the following results proved similarly in Lemma 3.1.

Lemma 3.5. Let Ωt ∈ Kn
0 of class C2

+ in R
n with |t| < ε for ε > 0, and U(·, t) be the

solution of (1.20) in Ωt, then

(i) (∇2U(F (ξ, t), t)ei) · ej = −κ|∇U(F (ξ, t), t)|cij (ξ, t);

(ii) (∇2U(F (ξ, t), t)ξ) · ξ = κ|∇U(F (ξ, t), t)|∑i cii(ξ, t)− 1;

(iii) (∇2U(F (ξ, t), t)ei) · ξ = −κ∑j |∇U(F (ξ, t), t)|jcij(ξ, t).

Building upon (1.20), we can get the following result.

Lemma 3.6. Let Ωt ∈ Kn
0 of class C2

+ in R
n with |t| < ε for ε > 0, and U(·, t) be the solution

of (1.20) in Ωt. Then, for each fixed X ∈ Ωt, the function t→ U(X, t) is differentiable with

respect to t. Let U̇(X, t) = ∂U
∂t (X, t), then

{

∆U̇ = 0, X ∈ Ωt,

U̇(X, t) = |∇U(X, t)|h′

t, X ∈ ∂Ωt,

where ht is the support function of Ωt, and h
′

t denotes the derivative of ht with respect to t.

Proof. Following similar lines as [20, Lemma 3.1] or [39, Lemm B]. With the aid of the

maximum principle of linear elliptic equation (see [29, Chapter 3]) with respect to (1.20),

U(·, t) > 0 in Ωt, together with the comparison principle of linear elliptic equation, the

Schauder estimates of linear elliptic equation (see for instance, [29, Theorem 3.7, Theorem

6.2]), and using [17, Lemma 2.3] to obtain the upper bound of
∣

∣

∣

U(·,t+s)−U(·,t)
s

∣

∣

∣
and the

Schauder estimates of U(·,t+s)−U(·,t)
s in C2,α norm space for α ∈ (0, 1), whenever t ∈ (−ε, ε)

and s ∈ (−ε, ε)\{0} with ε > 0. Then, applying the Arzelà-Ascoli Theorem and a standard

diagonalization procedure, we obtain a sequence {sk}k∈N, tending to 0 as k tends to infinity,

and a function U̇(·, t) : Ωt → R, such that, as k → ∞, one sees that U(·,t+sk)−U(·,t)
sk

converges

to U̇(·, t) uniformly on compact sets of Ωt. Since ∆
(

U(·,t+s)−U(·,t)
s

)

= 0 in a compact subset

of Ωt, we have ∆U̇(X, t) = 0 for X ∈ Ωt. Thus, the existence of the limit of U(·, t + s) as

s → 0, at least up to choosing a suitable sequence of s in the interior of Ωt is proved. So

for each fixed X ∈ Ωt, the differentiability of the function t 7→ U(X, t) with respect to t at

X has been derived. Furthermore, the function U̇(·, t) : Ωt → R can be extended to ∂Ωt so

that U̇(·, t) ∈ C2(Ω̄t). Since U(F (ξ, t), t) = 0 on ∂Ωt, take the derivative of both sides with

respect to t, there is

U̇(F (ξ, t), t) +∇U(F (ξ, t), t) · Ḟ ((ξ, t), t) = 0.
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It is further deduced as

U̇(F (ξ, t), t) = −∇U(F (ξ, t), t) · (
∑

i

(h
′

t)iei + h
′

tξ)

= |∇U(F (ξ, t), t)|ξ · (
∑

i

(h
′

t)iei + h
′

tξ)

= |∇U(F (ξ, t), t)|h′

t .

Hence, the proof is completed. �

Based on the above lemmas, along similar lines as Lemma 3.4, the first and second

derivatives of torsion under Lp sum are shown as follows.

Lemma 3.7. Suppose p > 0. Let h ∈ S be positive, φ ∈ C2(Sn−1) and ε > 0 such that

(hp + tφp)1/p ∈ S for every t ∈ (−ε, ε). Set ht = (hp + tφp)1/p and gp(t) = T (ht). Then

(3.16) g
′

p(0) =
1

p

∫

Sn−1

φph1−p
|∇U(F (ξ))|2

κ
dξ,

and

g
′′

p (0) =
(1− p)

p2

∫

Sn−1

h1−2pφ2p|∇U(F (ξ))|2 1
κ
dξ

− 2

p

∫

Sn−1

h1−pφp
|∇U(F (ξ))|

κ
∇U̇(F (ξ)) · ξdξ

− 1

p2

∫

Sn−1

∑

i

|∇U(F (ξ))|2ciih2−2pφ2pdξ

+
2

p2

∫

Sn−1

h2−2pφ2p|∇U(F (ξ))|1
κ
dξ

+
1

p2

∫

Sn−1

∑

i,j

h1−pφp(cij |∇U(F (ξ))|2(h1−pφp)i)jdξ,

(3.17)

where U̇ satisfies the following equation
{

∆U̇ = 0, X ∈ Ω,

U̇(X) = 1
pφ

p(νΩ(X))h1−p(νΩ(X))|∇U(X)|, X ∈ ∂Ω.

3.3. First eigenvalue. Our aim is to calculate the first and second variational formulas of

the first eigenvalue of the Laplace operator under Lp sum. We need some preparations.

Lemma 3.8. Let Ωt ∈ Kn
0 of class C2

+ in R
n with |t| < ε for ε > 0, and U(·, t) be the

solution of (1.28) in Ωt, then

(i)(∇2U(F (ξ, t), t)ei) · ej = −κ|∇U(F (ξ, t), t)|cij(ξ, t);

(ii)(∇2U(F (ξ, t), t)ξ) · ξ = κ|∇U(F (ξ, t), t)|∑i cii(ξ, t)− λU ;
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(iii)(∇2U(F (ξ, t), t)ei) · ξ = −κ∑j |∇U(F (ξ, t), t)|jcij(ξ, t).

Based on (1.28), we have the following result.

Lemma 3.9. Let Ωt ∈ Kn
0 be of class C2

+ in R
n with |t| < ε for ε > 0, and U(·, t) be

the solution of (1.28) in Ωt. Then, for each fixed X ∈ Ωt, the function t → U(X, t) is

differentiable with respect to t. Let U̇(X, t) = ∂U
∂t (X, t), then

{

∆U̇ = −λU̇, X ∈ Ωt,

U̇(X, t) = |∇U(X, t)|h′

t, X ∈ ∂Ωt,

where ht is the support function of Ωt, and h
′

t denotes the derivative of ht with respect to t.

Analogously, based on above lemmas, the first and second derivatives of the first eigen-

value are obtained as follows.

Lemma 3.10. Suppose p > 0. Let h ∈ S be positive, φ ∈ C2(Sn−1) and ε > 0 such that

(hp + tφp)1/p ∈ S for every t ∈ (−ε, ε). Set ht = (hp + tφp)1/p and Λp(t) = λ(ht). Then

(3.18) Λ
′

p(0) = −1

p

∫

Sn−1

φph1−p
|∇U(F (ξ))|2

κ
dξ,

and

Λ
′′

p(0) = −(1− p)

p2

∫

Sn−1

h1−2pφ2p|∇U(F (ξ))|2 1
κ
dξ

+
2

p

∫

Sn−1

h1−pφp
|∇U(F (ξ))|

κ
∇U̇(F (ξ)) · ξdξ

+
1

p2

∫

Sn−1

∑

i

|∇U(F (ξ))|2ciih2−2pφ2pdξ

− 2

p2

∫

Sn−1

λUh2−2pφ2p|∇U(F (ξ))|1
κ
dξ

− 1

p2

∫

Sn−1

∑

i,j

h1−pφp(cij |∇U(F (ξ))|2(h1−pφp)i)jdξ,

(3.19)

where U̇ satisfies the following equation
{

∆U̇ = −λU̇, X ∈ Ω,

U̇(X) = 1
pφ

p(νΩ(X))h1−p(νΩ(X))|∇U(X)|, X ∈ ∂Ω.

4. Poincaré type inequalities for variational functionals

In the section, we will obtain some Poincaré type inequalities for variational functionals

by using the Lp-Brunn-Minkowski inequalities for variational functions with p ≥ 1.
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4.1. q-capacity. Our first aim is to give the infinitesimal form of the Lp-Brunn-Minkowski

inequality for Cq for 1 < q < n. Some preparations are necessary.

Let h ∈ S with h > 0 be the support function of a convex body Ω ∈ Kn
0 of class C2

+, and

let φ ∈ C2(Sn−1), then there exists a sufficiently small ε > 0 such that

ht := (hp + tφp)1/p ∈ S, ∀t ∈ [−ε, ε].

For an interval I := [−ε, ε], we set the one-parameter family of convex bodies Ωt ∈ Kn
0 of

class C2
+ :

(4.1) Π(h, φ, I) = {Ωt : hΩt = ht = (hp + tφp)1/p, t ∈ I}.

Recall the Lp-Brunn-Minkowski inequality for Cq with p ≥ 1 (1.17), then we have the

following lemma.

Lemma 4.1. (1.17) implies that for every one-parameter family Π(h, φ, I), with h, φ, and

Ωt ∈ Π(h, φ, I),

(4.2)
d2

dt2
[Cq(Ωt)]

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

t=0

Cq(Ω) ≤
n− q − p

n− q

(

d

dt
[Cq(Ωt)]

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

t=0

)2

.

Proof. Let h ∈ S and φ ∈ C2(Sn−1). In view that there exists a sufficiently small ε > 0 such

that ht := (hp + tφp)1/p ∈ S is the support function a convex body Ωt for all t ∈ [−ε, ε].
Then for t ∈ [−ε, ε] and s ∈ [0, 1],

hs·Ωt+p(1−s)·Ω = (shpt + (1− s)hp)1/p.

Since (1.17) holds,

Cq(s · Ωt +p (1− s) · Ω)
p

n−q ≥ sCq(Ωt)
p

n−q + (1− s)Cq(Ω)
p

n−q ,

this implies that the second derivative of Cq(s ·Ωt+p (1− s) ·Ω)
p

n−q at s = 0 is non-positive,

yielding (4.2).

�

Now we give the infinitesimal formulation of the Lp-Brunn-Minkowski inequality for Cq

as follows.
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Theorem 4.2. Let Ω ∈ Kn
0 of class C2

+ and U be the solution of (1.12) in R
n\Ω̄. Let p ≥ 1

and 1 < q < n. Then for every function φ ∈ C2(Sn−1), we have

(p+ q − n)

(n− q)Cq(Ω)

(
∫

Sn−1

φph1−pdµcapq
)2

+ (1− p)(q − 1)

∫

Sn−1

φ2ph1−2pdµcapq

− q(q − 1)

∫

Sn−1

φ2ph2−2p (∇U̇(F (ξ)) · ξ)
U̇(F (ξ))

dµcapq −
∫

Sn−1

tr((Q−1(h))φ2ph2−2pdµcapq

≤ (q − 1)

∫

Sn−1

Q−1(h)∇Sn−1

(

φph1−p
)

· ∇Sn−1

(

φph1−p
)

dµcapq ,

(4.3)

where U̇ satisfies the following equation











∇ · ((q − 2)|∇U |q−4(∇U · ∇U̇)∇U + |∇U |q−2∇U̇) = 0, X ∈ R
n\Ω̄,

U̇(X) = 1
pφ

p(νΩ(X))h1−p(νΩ(X))|∇U(X)|, X ∈ ∂Ω,

lim|X|→∞ U̇(X) = 0.

Proof. Assume first that φ ∈ C2(Sn−1). Let ε > 0 be such that (hp + tφp)1/p ∈ S for every

t ∈ (−ε, ε). Set fp,q(t) = Cq((h
p + tφp)1/p) and Υp,q(t) = fp,q(t)

p/(n−q) for t ∈ (−ε, ε).
Recall Lemma 4.1, we know that Υp,q is concave at t = 0, then we get

Υ
′′

p,q(0) =
p(p+ q − n)

(n− q)2
fp,q(0)

p

n−q
−2

(f
′

p,q(0))
2 +

p

n− q
fp,q(0)

p

n−q
−1
f

′′

p,q(0) ≤ 0.

By using Lemma 3.4, we have

(p+ q − n)

(n− q)Cq(Ω)

(
∫

Sn−1

h1−pφp|∇U(F (ξ))|q det(hij(ξ) + h(ξ)δij)dξ

)2

+ (1− p)(q − 1)

∫

Sn−1

h1−2pφ2p|∇U(F (ξ))|q det(hij(ξ) + h(ξ)δij)dξ

− pq(q − 1)

∫

Sn−1

h1−pφp
|∇U(F (ξ))|q−1

κ
∇U̇(F (ξ)) · ξdξ

−
∫

Sn−1

tr(cij)|∇U(F (ξ))|qh2−2pφ2pdξ

≤ −(q − 1)

∫

Sn−1

∑

i,j

h1−pφp(cij |∇U(F (ξ))|q(h1−pφp)i)jdξ.

(4.4)
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Now, using
∑

j cijj = 0 (see e.g., [14]) into (4.4) with an integration by parts, we have

(p + q − n)

(n− q)Cq(Ω)

(
∫

Sn−1

h1−pφp|∇U(F (ξ)|q det(hij(ξ) + h(ξ)δij)dξ

)2

+ (1− p)(q − 1)

∫

Sn−1

h1−2pφ2p|∇U(F (ξ))|q det(hij(ξ) + h(ξ)δij)dξ

− pq(q − 1)

∫

Sn−1

h1−pφp|∇U(F (ξ))|q−1 det(hij(ξ) + h(ξ)δij)∇U̇(F (ξ)) · ξdξ

−
∫

Sn−1

tr(cij)|∇U(F (ξ))|qh2−2pφ2pdξ

≤ (q − 1)

∫

Sn−1

∑

i,j

(h1−pφp)j(cij |∇U(F (ξ))|q(h1−pφp)i)dξ.

(4.5)

Note that

(4.6) cij = det(hij + hδij)(hij + hδij)
−1.

Then (4.3) holds by substituting (4.6) and the definition of µcapq into (4.5). The proof is

completed.

�

Now we prove the Poincaré type inequalities for q-capacity originating from the corrspond-

ing Lp-Brunn-Minkowski inequalities for p ≥ 1.

Theorem 4.3. Let Ω ∈ Kn
0 of class C2

+ and U be the solution of (1.12) in R
n\Ω̄. Suppose

1 ≤ p <∞ and 1 < q < n. For every function ψ ∈ C2(∂Ω), then we obtain

(p + q − n)

(n− q)Cq(Ω)

(
∫

∂Ω

ψp

|∇h∗|1−p |∇U |qdHn−1(X)

)2

+ (1− p)(q − 1)

∫

∂Ω

ψ2p

|∇h∗|1−2p
|∇U |qdHn−1(X)

− pq(q − 1)

∫

∂Ω

ψp

|∇h∗|1−p (∇U̇(X) · νΩ)|∇U |q−1dHn−1(X)

−
∫

∂Ω
tr(Π∂Ω)

ψ2p

|∇h∗|2−2p
|∇U |qdHn−1(X)

≤ (q − 1)

∫

∂Ω
(Π−1

∂Ω)∇∂Ω

(

ψp

|∇h∗|1−p
)

· ∇∂Ω

(

ψp

|∇h∗|1−p
)

|∇U |qdHn−1(X),

(4.7)

where ∇∂Ω denotes the induced Levi-Civita connection on the boundary ∂Ω, h∗ is the support

function of the polar body of Ω, and U̇ satisfies the following equation










∇ · ((q − 2)|∇U |q−4(∇U · ∇U̇)∇U + |∇U |q−2∇U̇) = 0, X ∈ R
n\Ω̄,

U̇(X) = ψp

p|∇h∗|1−p |∇U(X)|, X ∈ ∂Ω,

lim|X|→∞ U̇(X) = 0.
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Proof. Let ψ ∈ C2(∂Ω) and set φ(ξ) = ψ(F (ξ)) for every ξ ∈ S
n−1, then φ ∈ C2(Sn−1). By

applying ξ = νΩ(X), we get
∫

Sn−1

φ(ξ) det(hij(ξ) + h(ξ)δij)dξ =

∫

∂Ω
ψdHn−1(X).

Then
∫

Sn−1

h1−pφp|∇U(F (ξ)|q det(hij(ξ) + h(ξ)δij)dξ

=

∫

∂Ω

ψp

|∇h∗|1−p |∇U |qdHn−1(X),

(4.8)

∫

Sn−1

h1−2pφ2p|∇U(F (ξ))|q det(hij(ξ) + h(ξ)δij)dξ

=

∫

∂Ω

ψ2p

|∇h∗|1−2p
|∇U |qdHn−1(X),

(4.9)

and
∫

Sn−1

h1−pφp|∇U(F (ξ))|q−1 det(hij(ξ) + h(ξ)δij)∇U̇(F (ξ))) · ξdξ

=

∫

∂Ω

ψp

|∇h∗|1−p (|∇U |q−1∇U̇ · νΩ)dHn−1(X).

(4.10)

Since

(4.11) cij = det(hij + hδij)(hij + hδij)
−1.

From (4.11), we get

(4.12)
∫

Sn−1

tr(cij(ξ))|∇U(F (ξ))|qh2−2pφ2p(ξ)dξ =

∫

∂Ω
tr(Π∂Ω)|∇U(X)|q ψ2p

|∇h∗|2−2p
dHn−1(X).

Furthermore,
∑

i,j

cij(ξ)|∇U(F (ξ))|q(h1−pφp)i(ξ)(h1−pφp)j(ξ)

= det(hij(ξ) + h(ξ)δij)|∇U(F (ξ))|qD(ν−1
Ω (ξ))∇∂Ω

(

ψ(ν−1
Ω (ξ))p

|∇h∗(ν−1
Ω (ξ))|1−p

)

· ∇∂Ω

(

ψ(ν−1
Ω (ξ))p

|∇h∗(ν−1
Ω (ξ))|1−p

)

.

Thus
∫

Sn−1

∑

i,j

cij(ξ)|∇U(F (ξ))|q(h1−pφp)i(ξ)(h1−pφp)j(ξ)dξ

=

∫

∂Ω
|∇U(X)|qΠ−1

∂Ω∇∂Ω

(

ψp

|∇h∗|1−p
)

· ∇∂Ω

(

ψp

|∇h∗|1−p
)

dHn−1(X).

(4.13)

Now substituting (4.8),(4.9), (4.10), (4.12) and (4.13) into Theorem 4.2, we get Theorem

4.3 in the case ψ ∈ C2(∂Ω). The proof is completed.

�
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As a consequence of Theorem 4.3, we obtain:

Corollary 4.4. Suppose 1 < q < n. Let Ω ∈ Kn
0 of class C2

+ and U be the solution of

(1.12) in R
n\Ω̄. For every function ψ ∈ C2(∂Ω), if

∫

∂Ω
ψ|∇U |qdHn−1(X) = 0,

then we have

− q(q − 1)

∫

∂Ω
ψ(∇U̇ (X) · νΩ)|∇U |q−1dHn−1(X) −

∫

∂Ω
tr(Π∂Ω)ψ

2|∇U |qdHn−1(X)

≤ (q − 1)

∫

∂Ω
(Π−1

∂Ω∇∂Ωψ · ∇∂Ωψ)|∇U |qdHn−1(X),

where U̇ satisfies the following equation






∇ · ((q − 2)|∇U |q−4(∇U · ∇U̇)∇U + |∇U |q−2∇U̇) = 0, X ∈ R
n\Ω̄,

U̇(X) = |∇U(X)|ψ, X ∈ ∂Ω,

lim|X|→∞ U̇(X) = 0.

4.2. Torsion. Our second aim is to give the Poincaré-type inequality derived by the Lp-

Brunn-Minkowski inequality for torsion with p ≥ 1.

Recall the Lp-Brunn-Minkowski inequality for T (1.25). We obtain the following result

along similar lines of proof as in Lemma 4.1.

Lemma 4.5. (1.25) implies that for every one-parameter family Π(h, φ, I) as defined in

(4.1), with h, φ and Ωt ∈ Π(h, φ, I),

(4.14)
d2

dt2
[T (Ωt)]

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

t=0

T (Ω0) ≤
n+ 2− p

n+ 2

(

d

dt
[T (Ωt)]

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

t=0

)2

.

Now, we give the infinitesimal form of the Lp-Brunn-Minkowski inequality for torsion as

follows.

Theorem 4.6. Let Ω ∈ Kn
0 of class C2

+ and U be the solution of (1.20) in Ω. Let p ≥ 1.

Then for every function φ ∈ C2(Sn−1), we have

(p− n− 2)

(n+ 2)T (Ω)

(
∫

Sn−1

φph1−pdµtor
)2

+ (1− p)

∫

Sn−1

φ2ph1−2pdµtor

− 2

∫

Sn−1

φ2ph2−2p (∇U̇(F (ξ)) · ξ)
U̇(F (ξ))

dµtor −
∫

Sn−1

tr((Q−1(h))φ2ph2−2pdµtor

+
2

p

∫

Sn−1

h3−3pφ3p
1

U̇(F (ξ))
dµtor ≤

∫

Sn−1

Q−1(h)∇Sn−1

(

φph1−p
)

· ∇Sn−1

(

φph1−p
)

dµtor,

(4.15)
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where U̇ satisfies the following equation
{

∆U̇ = 0, X ∈ Ω,

U̇(X) = 1
pφ

p(νΩ(X))h1−p(νΩ(X))|∇U(X)|, X ∈ ∂Ω.

Proof. Assume first that φ ∈ C2(Sn−1). Let ε > 0 be such that (hp + tφp)1/p ∈ S for every

t ∈ (−ε, ε). Set gp(t) = T ((hp + tφp)1/p) and Qp(t) = gp(t)
p/(n+2) for t ∈ (−ε, ε). Recall

Lemma 4.5, we know that Qp is concave at t = 0, then we get

(4.16) Q
′′

p(0) =
p(p− n− 2)

(n+ 2)2
gp(0)

p

n+2
−2(g

′

p(0))
2 +

p

n+ 2
gp(0)

p

n+2
−1g

′′

p (0) ≤ 0.

Substituting (3.16) and (3.17) into (4.16), thus

(p− n− 2)

(n+ 2)T (Ω)

(
∫

Sn−1

h1−pφp|∇U(F (ξ))|2 det(hij(ξ) + h(ξ)δij)dξ

)2

+ (1− p)

∫

Sn−1

h1−2pφ2p|∇U(F (ξ))|2 det(hij(ξ) + h(ξ)δij)dξ

− 2p

∫

Sn−1

h1−pφp
|∇U(F (ξ))|

κ
∇U̇(F (ξ)) · ξdξ

+ 2

∫

Sn−1

h2−2pφ2p|∇U(F (ξ))|det(hij(ξ) + h(ξ)δij)dξ

−
∫

Sn−1

tr(cij)|∇U(F (ξ))|2h2−2pφ2pdξ

≤ −
∫

Sn−1

∑

i,j

h1−pφp(cij |∇U(F (ξ))|2(h1−pφp)i)jdξ.

(4.17)

Now, using
∑

j cijj = 0 with an integration by parts, we have

(p− n− 2)

(n+ 2)T (Ω)

(
∫

Sn−1

h1−pφp|∇U(F (ξ))|2 det(hij(ξ) + h(ξ)δij)dξ

)2

+ (1− p)

∫

Sn−1

h1−2pφ2p|∇U(F (ξ))|2 det(hij(ξ) + h(ξ)δij)dξ

− 2p

∫

Sn−1

h1−pφp
|∇U(F (ξ))|

κ
∇U̇(F (ξ)) · ξdξ

+ 2

∫

Sn−1

h2−2pφ2p|∇U(F (ξ))|det(hij(ξ) + h(ξ)δij)dξ

−
∫

Sn−1

tr(cij)|∇U(F (ξ))|2h2−2pφ2pdξ

≤
∫

Sn−1

∑

i,j

(h1−pφp)j(cij |∇U(F (ξ))|2(h1−pφp)i)dξ.

(4.18)

Note that

(4.19) cij = det(hij + hδij)(hij + hδij)
−1.
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Then (4.15) holds by substituting (4.19) and the definition of µtor into (4.18). The proof is

completed.

�

We obtain the following result via Theorem 4.6 and along similar lines of proof in proving

Theorem 4.3.

Theorem 4.7. Let Ω ∈ Kn
0 of class C2

+ and U be the solution of (1.20) in Ω. Suppose

1 ≤ p <∞. For every function ψ ∈ C2(∂Ω), then we obtain

(p− n− 2)

(n+ 2)T (Ω)

(
∫

∂Ω

ψp

|∇h∗|1−p |∇U |2dHn−1(X)

)2

+ (1− p)

∫

∂Ω

ψ2p

|∇h∗|1−2p
|∇U |2dHn−1(X)

− 2p

∫

∂Ω

ψp

|∇h∗|1−p (∇U̇(X) · νΩ)|∇U |dHn−1(X)

+ 2

∫

∂Ω

ψ2p

|∇h∗|2−2p
|∇U |dHn−1(X)−

∫

∂Ω
tr(Π∂Ω)

ψ2p

|∇h∗|2−2p
|∇U |2dHn−1(X)

≤
∫

∂Ω
(Π−1

∂Ω)∇∂Ω

(

ψp

|∇h∗|1−p
)

· ∇∂Ω

(

ψp

|∇h∗|1−p
)

|∇U |2dHn−1(X),

(4.20)

where U̇ satisfies the following equation

{

∆U̇ = 0, X ∈ Ω,

U̇(X) = ψp

p|∇h∗|1−p |∇U(X)|, X ∈ ∂Ω.

Remark 4.8. Notice that if Ω = Bn in (4.20), when ψ(ξ)p = ξ · v0 for a fixed vector v0

in R
n and ξ ∈ Bn, in such case, by the maximum principle, it follows that U̇ = ψp

pn in

Bn, then (4.20) always holds with 1 ≤ p < ∞. Remark also that a class of Poincaré-type

inequalities for torsion derived by the related Brunn-Minkowski inequality were previously

studied in [23]. In addition, we can use Theorem 4.7 to give a new proof on (1.25) in small

enough C2-perturbations of unit ball (see Sec. 5).

4.3. The first eigenvalue. We establish a Poincaré type inequality coming from the

Brunn-Minkowski inequality for the first eigenvalue.

Recall the Brunn-Minkowski inequality for λ (1.32). With a proof similar to the proof of

Lemma 4.1, there the following result holds.
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Lemma 4.9. (1.32) implies that for every one-parameter family Π(h, φ, I) as given in (4.1),

with h, φ and Ωt ∈ Π(h, φ, I),

(4.21)
d2

dt2
[λ(Ωt)]

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

t=0

λ(Ω0) ≥
3

2

(

d

dt
[λ(Ωt)]

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

t=0

)2

.

The related Poincaré type inequality’s form is as follows.

Theorem 4.10. Let Ω ∈ Kn
0 of class C2

+ and U be the solution of (1.28) in Ω. Then for

every function φ ∈ C2(Sn−1), we have

3

λ(Ω)

(
∫

Sn−1

φdµeig
)2

− 2

∫

Sn−1

φ2
(∇U̇(F (ξ)) · ξ)

U̇(F (ξ))
dµeig −

∫

Sn−1

tr((Q−1(h))φ2dµeig

+ 2

∫

Sn−1

λUφ3
1

U̇(F (ξ))
dµeig ≤

∫

Sn−1

Q−1(h)∇Sn−1φ · ∇Sn−1φdµeig,

(4.22)

where U̇ satisfies the following equation

{

∆U̇ = −λU̇, X ∈ Ω,

U̇(X) = φ(νΩ(X))|∇U(X)|, X ∈ ∂Ω.

Proof. Assume first that φ ∈ C2(Sn−1). Let ε > 0 be such that h + tφ ∈ S for every

t ∈ (−ε, ε). Set Λ(t) = λ(h + tφ) and W (t) = Λ(t)−1/2 for t ∈ (−ε, ε). Recall Lemma 4.9,

we know that W is concave at t = 0, then we get

(4.23) W
′′

(0) =
3

4
Λ(0)−

1

2
−2(Λ

′

(0))2 − 1

2
Λ(0)−

1

2
−1Λ

′′

(0) ≤ 0.

Substituting (3.18) and (3.19) into (4.23), we derive

3

2λ(Ω)

(
∫

Sn−1

φ|∇U(F (ξ))|2 det(hij(ξ) + h(ξ)δij)dξ

)2

− 2

∫

Sn−1

φ
|∇U(F (ξ))|

κ
∇U̇(F (ξ)) · ξdξ

+ 2

∫

Sn−1

λUφ2|∇U(F (ξ))|det(hij(ξ) + h(ξ)δij)dξ

−
∫

Sn−1

tr(cij)|∇U(F (ξ))|2φ2dξ

≤ −
∫

Sn−1

∑

i,j

φ(cij |∇U(F (ξ))|2φi)jdξ.

(4.24)
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Now, employing
∑

j cijj = 0 into (4.24) with an integration by parts, we have

3

2λ(Ω)

(
∫

Sn−1

φ|∇U(F (ξ))|2 det(hij(ξ) + h(ξ)δij)dξ

)2

− 2

∫

Sn−1

φ
|∇U(F (ξ))|

κ
∇U̇(F (ξ)) · ξdξ

+ 2

∫

Sn−1

λUφ2|∇U(F (ξ))|det(hij(ξ) + h(ξ)δij)dξ

−
∫

Sn−1

tr(cij)|∇U(F (ξ))|2φ2dξ

≤
∫

Sn−1

∑

i,j

φjcij |∇U(F (ξ))|2φidξ.

(4.25)

Note that

(4.26) cij = det(hij + hδij)(hij + hδij)
−1.

Then (4.22) holds by substituting (4.26) and the definition of µeig into (4.25). The proof is

completed.

�

With the aid of Theorem 4.10, following again the proof of Theorem 4.3, we can also get

the following result.

Theorem 4.11. Let Ω ∈ Kn
0 of class C2

+ and U be the solution of (1.28) in Ω. For every

function ψ ∈ C2(∂Ω), then we obtain

3

2λ(Ω)

(
∫

∂Ω
ψ|∇U |2dHn−1(X)

)2

− 2

∫

∂Ω
ψ(∇U̇(X) · νΩ)|∇U |dHn−1(X)

−
∫

∂Ω
tr(Π∂Ω)ψ

2|∇U |2dHn−1(X)

≤
∫

∂Ω
(Π−1

∂Ω)∇∂Ωψ · ∇∂Ωψ|∇U |2dHn−1(X).

(4.27)

In particular, if
∫

∂Ω
ψ|∇U |2dHn−1(X) = 0,

then

− 2

∫

∂Ω
ψ(∇U̇ (X) · νΩ)|∇U |dHn−1(X) −

∫

∂Ω
tr(Π∂Ω)ψ

2|∇U |2dHn−1(X)

≤
∫

∂Ω
(Π−1

∂Ω)∇∂Ωψ · ∇∂Ωψ|∇U |2dHn−1(X),
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where U̇ satisfies the following equation

{

∆U̇ = −λU̇, X ∈ Ω,

U̇(X) = |∇U(X)|ψ, X ∈ ∂Ω.

5. Local Lp-Brunn-Minkowski inequalities for torsion with 0 ≤ p < 1

Before proving Theorems 1.1 and 1.2, we first introduce the following problem about the

infinitesimal formulations of the Lp-Brunn-Minkowski inequalities for torsion.

Problem A: Let p ∈ [0, 1). For all Ω ∈ K2
+,e:

(5.1) ∀ϕp ∈ C2
e (S

n−1)
d2

(dt)2

∣

∣

∣

t=0
T (Ω +p t · ϕ)

p

n+2 ≤ 0.

When p = 0, (5.1) is interpreted as

(5.2) ∀ positive ϕ ∈ C2
e (S

n−1)
d2

(dt)2

∣

∣

∣

t=0
log T (Ω +0 t · ϕ) ≤ 0.

Proposition 5.1. Let Ω ∈ K2
+,e and U be the solution of (1.20) in Ω. Given 0 < p < 1,

(5.1) for Ω is equivalent to the assertion that for φ ∈ C2
e (S

n−1),

(p− n− 2)

(n+ 2)T (Ω)

(
∫

Sn−1

φph1−pdµtor
)2

+ (1− p)

∫

Sn−1

φ2ph1−2pdµtor

− 2

∫

Sn−1

φ2ph2−2p (∇U̇(F (ξ)) · ξ)
U̇(F (ξ))

dµtor −
∫

Sn−1

tr((Q−1(h))φ2ph2−2pdµtor

+
2

p

∫

Sn−1

h3−3pφ3p
1

U̇(F (ξ))
dµtor ≤

∫

Sn−1

Q−1(h)∇Sn−1

(

φph1−p
)

· ∇Sn−1

(

φph1−p
)

dµtor,

(5.3)

where U̇ satisfies the following equation

{

∆U̇ = 0, X ∈ Ω,

U̇(X) = 1
pφ

p(νΩ(X))h1−p(νΩ(X))|∇U(X)|, X ∈ ∂Ω.

Proof. The proof is similar to the proof of Theorem 4.6. �

Proposition 5.1 leads to the following outcome.
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Proposition 5.2. Let Ω ∈ K2
+,e and U be the solution of (1.20) in Ω. Given 0 < p < 1,

(5.1) for Ω is equivalent to the assertion that for ψ ∈ C2
e (∂Ω),

(p− n− 2)

(n+ 2)T (Ω)

(
∫

∂Ω

ψp

|∇h∗|1−p |∇U |2dHn−1(X)

)2

+ (1− p)

∫

∂Ω

ψ2p

|∇h∗|1−2p
|∇U |2dHn−1(X)

− 2p

∫

∂Ω

ψp

|∇h∗|1−p (∇U̇(X) · νΩ)|∇U |dHn−1(X)

+ 2

∫

∂Ω

ψ2p

|∇h∗|2−2p
|∇U |dHn−1(X) −

∫

∂Ω
tr(Π∂Ω)

ψ2p

|∇h∗|2−2p
|∇U |2dHn−1(X)

≤
∫

∂Ω
(Π−1

∂Ω)∇∂Ω

(

ψp

|∇h∗|1−p
)

· ∇∂Ω

(

ψp

|∇h∗|1−p
)

|∇U |2dHn−1(X),

(5.4)

where U̇ satisfies the following equation
{

∆U̇ = 0, X ∈ Ω,

U̇(X) = ψp

p|∇h∗|1−p |∇U(X)|, X ∈ ∂Ω.

The proof of the following lemma is similar to the one for Lemma 3.7.

Lemma 5.3. Let Ωt ∈ K2
+,e with support function ht, and U(·, t) be the solution of (1.20)

in Ωt. Let φ̃ ∈ C2
e (S

n−1) be positive, and for ε > 0 such that hφ̃t ∈ S for every t ∈ (−ε, ε).
Set ht = hφ̃t and g(t) = T (ht). Then

(5.5) g
′

(0) =

∫

Sn−1

h log φ̃
|∇U(F (ξ))|2

κ
dξ,

and

g
′′

(0) =

∫

Sn−1

h(log φ̃)2|∇U(F (ξ))|2 1
κ
dξ

− 2

∫

Sn−1

h log φ̃
|∇U(F (ξ))|

κ
∇U̇(F (ξ)) · ξdξ

−
∫

Sn−1

∑

i

|∇U(F (ξ))|2cii(h log φ̃)2dξ

+ 2

∫

Sn−1

(h log φ̃)2
|∇U(F (ξ))|

κ
dξ

+

∫

Sn−1

∑

i,j

h log φ̃(cij |∇U(F (ξ))|2(h log φ̃)i)jdξ,

(5.6)

where U̇ satisfies the following equation
{

∆U̇ = 0, X ∈ Ω,

U̇(X) = |∇U(X)|h log φ̃(νΩ(X)), X ∈ ∂Ω.
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The infinitesimal formulation of (5.2) is as follows.

Proposition 5.4. Let Ω ∈ K2
+,e and U be the solution of (1.20) in Ω. (5.2) for Ω is

equivalent to the assertion that for φ ∈ C2
e (S

n−1),
∫

Sn−1

φ2

h2
dGtor − (n+ 2)

T (Ω)

(
∫

Sn−1

φ

h
dGtor

)2

+ 2

∫

Sn−1

φ3

h

1

U̇(F (ξ))
dGtor

− 2

∫

Sn−1

φ2

h

(∇U̇(F (ξ)) · ξ)
U̇(F (ξ))

dGtor −
∫

Sn−1

tr(Q−1(h))
φ2

h
dGtor

≤
∫

Sn−1

1

h
Q−1(h)∇Sn−1φ · ∇Sn−1φdGtor,

(5.7)

where U̇ satisfies the following equation
{

∆U̇ = 0, X ∈ Ω,

U̇(X) = |∇U(X)|φ(νΩ(X)), X ∈ ∂Ω.

Proof. Assume that φ̃ ∈ C2
e (S

n−1) with φ̃ > 0. Let ε > 0 be such that hφ̃t ∈ S for every

t ∈ (−ε, ε). Set Q(t) = T (hφ̃t), so logQ(t) is concave at t = 0, then we get

(5.8) Q
′′

(0) − (Q
′

(0))2

Q(0)
≤ 0.

Applying (5.5) and (5.6) into (5.8), there is
∫

Sn−1

h(log φ̃)2|∇U(F (ξ))|2 1
κ
dξ

− 2

∫

Sn−1

h log φ̃
|∇U(F (ξ))|

κ
∇U̇(F (ξ)) · ξdξ

+ 2

∫

Sn−1

(h log φ̃)2
|∇U(F (ξ))|

κ
dξ

−
∫

Sn−1

∑

i

|∇U(F (ξ))|2cii(h log φ̃)2dξ −
(
∫

Sn−1 h log φ̃
|∇U(F (ξ))|2

κ dξ)2

T (h)

≤
∫

Sn−1

∑

i,j

(h log φ̃)j(cij |∇U(F (ξ))|2(h log φ̃)i)dξ.

(5.9)

Now let φ ∈ C2
e (S

n−1) and set h(ξ) log φ̃(ξ) = φ(ξ) for every ξ ∈ S
n−1. Using dGtor =

1
n+2hdµ

tor and along the lines in proving Theorem 4.6, we can transfer (5.9) into

(n+ 2)

∫

Sn−1

φ2

h2
dGtor − (n+ 2)2

T (Ω)

(
∫

Sn−1

φ

h
dGtor

)2

+ 2(n + 2)

∫

Sn−1

φ3

h

1

U̇(F (ξ))
dGtor

− 2(n+ 2)

∫

Sn−1

φ2

h

(∇U̇(F (ξ)) · ξ)
U̇(F (ξ))

dGtor − (n+ 2)

∫

Sn−1

tr(Q−1(h))
φ2

h
dGtor

≤ (n+ 2)

∫

Sn−1

1

h
Q−1(h)∇Sn−1φ · ∇Sn−1φdGtor .
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The proof is completed. �

A natural consequence of Proposition 5.4 is as follows.

Proposition 5.5. Let Ω ∈ K2
+,e and U be the solution of (1.20) in Ω. (5.2) for Ω is

equivalent to the assertion that for ψ ∈ C2
e (∂Ω),

∫

∂Ω

ψ2

|∇h∗| |∇U |2dHn−1 − 1

T (Ω)

(
∫

∂Ω
ψ|∇U |2dHn−1

)2

+ 2

∫

∂Ω
ψ2|∇U |dHn−1

− 2

∫

∂Ω
ψ2 (∇U̇ (X) · νΩ)

U̇(X)
|∇U |2dHn−1 −

∫

∂Ω
tr(Π∂Ω)ψ

2|∇U |2dHn−1

≤
∫

∂Ω
((Π−1

∂Ω)∇∂Ωψ · ∇∂Ωψ)|∇U |2dHn−1,

(5.10)

where h∗ is the support function of the polar body of Ω, and U̇ satisfies the following equation
{

∆U̇ = 0, X ∈ Ω,

U̇(X) = |∇U(X)|ψ, X ∈ ∂Ω.

Remark 5.6. In (5.3), set φ̂ := h1−pφp, and apply dGtor = 1
n+2hdµ

tor. Then for φ̂ ∈
C2
e (S

n−1), we get the corresponding infinitesimal Lp-Brunn-Minkowski inequality for torsion

as follows:

(

p

T (Ω)
− (n+ 2)

T (Ω)

)

(

∫

Sn−1

φ̂

h
dGtor

)2

+ (1− p)

∫

Sn−1

φ̂2

h2
dGtor

− 2

∫

Sn−1

φ̂2

h

(∇U̇ (F (ξ)) · ξ)
U̇(F (ξ))

dGtor + 2

∫

Sn−1

φ̂3

h

1

U̇(F (ξ))
dGtor −

∫

Sn−1

tr(Q−1(h))
φ̂2

h
dGtor

≤
∫

Sn−1

1

h
(Q−1(h)∇Sn−1 φ̂ · ∇Sn−1 φ̂)dGtor,

where U̇ satisfies the following equation
{

∆U̇ = 0, X ∈ Ω,

U̇(X) = |∇U(X)|φ̂(νΩ(X)), X ∈ ∂Ω.

By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, one sees

p

∫

Sn−1

φ̂2

h2
dGtor − p

T (Ω)

(

∫

Sn−1

φ̂

h
dGtor

)2

= pT (Ω)





∫

Sn−1

φ̂2

h2
dḠtor −

(

∫

Sn−1

φ̂

h
dḠtor

)2


 ≥ 0.

This implies that (5.7) is indeed a strengthening of (5.3).

The following lemmas are essential in proving Theorems 1.1 and 1.2.
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Lemma 5.7. Suppose 0 < p < 1. If for every one-parameter family Π(1, φ, I) as defined in

(4.1) with h = 1 and even φ such that Ωt ∈ Π(1, φ, I),

(5.11)
d2

dt2
[T (Ωt)]

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

t=0

T (Bn) <
n+ 2− p

n+ 2

(

d

dt
[T (Ωt)]

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

t=0

)2

,

then for any Ω1,Ω2 ∈ Π(1, φ, I), inequality (1.33) holds for Ω1,Ω2.

Proof. Suppose that for Π(1, φ, I) as defined in (4.1) with h = 1 and even φ, the function

T (Ωt)
p

n+2 has negative second derivative at 0, i.e., (5.11) holds. Now, given t0 in the interior

of I, consider 1̂ = (1 + t0φ
p)1/p, and set a new parameter system Π(1̂, φ, Î), where Î is a

new interval such that (1̂p+ tφp)1/p = (1+ (t+ t0)φ
p)1/p ∈ S for every t ∈ Î. By (5.11), one

sees that the second derivative of T
p

n+2 (Ωt) at t = t0 is non-positive, which is equivalent to

the non-positivity of second derivative of T
p

n+2 (Ω̂t) at t = 0 with Ω̂t ∈ Π(1̂, φ, Î), i.e.,

(5.12)
d2

dt2

∣

∣

∣

t=0
T (Ω +p t · φ)

p

n+2 ≤ 0

holds in for all Ω ∈ Π(1, φ, I). Along similar lines as [43, Lemma 3.5], for all Ω1,Ω2 ∈
Π(1, φ, I), the global concavity of [0, 1] ∋ s 7→ T ((1− s) ·Ω1 +p s ·Ω2)

p

n+2 follows by testing

its second derivative at a given s ∈ [0, 1], which is non-positive by (5.12) for the body

Ω = (1− s) ·Ω1+p s ·Ω2 and the function φp := (hpΩ2
−h

p
Ω1
) ∈ C2

e (S
n−1). So, we assert that

this lemma holds. �

Let h ∈ S with h > 0 be the support function of a convex body Ω ∈ Kn
0 of class C2

+, and

let φ̃ ∈ C2(Sn−1) with φ̃ > 0, then there exists a sufficiently small ε > 0 such that

ht := hφ̃t ∈ S, ∀t ∈ [−ε, ε].

For an interval I := [−ε, ε], we set the one-parameter family of convex bodies Ωt ∈ Kn
0 of

class C2
+:

(5.13) Π(h, φ̃, I) = {Ωt : hΩt = ht = hφ̃t, t ∈ I}.

Similar to Lemma 5.7, we have the following lemma.

Lemma 5.8. If for every one-parameter family Π(1, φ̃, I) as defined in (5.13) with h = 1

and even φ̃ such that Ωt ∈ Π(1, φ̃, I)

(5.14)
d2

dt2
[log T (Ωt)]

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

t=0

< 0,

then for any Ω1,Ω2 ∈ Π(1, φ̃, I), inequality (1.34) holds for Ω1,Ω2.
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Proof of Theorem 1.1

In the case 0 < p < 1: on the one hand, if ϕp = constant, the Lp-Brunn-Minkowski

inequalities for torsion (1.33) hold in the case of Euclidean balls. On the other hand, if

ϕp 6= constant, by Lemma 5.7 and Proposition 5.2, we conclude that to prove (1.33), it

suffices to verify the (strict) validity of (5.4) in the case that Ω is the unit ball Bn. Then,

∂Ω = S
n−1, T (Bn) = ωn

n(n+2) , |∇h∗(X)| = 1, νΩ is identity map, and |∇U(X)| = 1
n for

X ∈ ∂Ω. In such a case, we verify that the following theorem holds.

Theorem 5.9. Suppose p > 0. Let ϕp ∈ C2(Sn−1) be even with ϕp 6= constant. Then, the

following inequality

(p− 2− n)

nωn

(
∫

Sn−1

ϕpdHn−1

)2

+ (n+ 2− p)

∫

Sn−1

ϕ2pdHn−1

− 2pn

∫

Sn−1

ϕp(∇U̇(ξ) · ξ)dHn−1 <

∫

Sn−1

∇Sn−1ϕp · ∇Sn−1ϕpdHn−1

(5.15)

holds, where U̇ satisfies the following equation

(5.16)

{

∆U̇ = 0, ξ ∈ Bn,

U̇(ξ) = ϕp

pn , ξ ∈ S
n−1.

Proof. By using (5.16) and the divergence theorem, there holds

2pn

∫

Sn−1

ϕp(∇U̇(ξ) · ξ)dHn−1

= 2(pn)2
∫

Sn−1

U̇(ξ)∇U̇(ξ) · ξdHn−1

= 2(pn)2
∫

Bn

div(U̇∇U̇)dξ

= 2(pn)2
∫

Bn

|∇U̇ |2dξ.

(5.17)

Substituting (5.17) into (5.15), hence the validity of (5.15) is to prove

(p − 2− n)

nωn

(
∫

Sn−1

ϕpdHn−1

)2

+ (n+ 2− p)

∫

Sn−1

ϕ2pdHn−1

<

∫

Sn−1

∇Sn−1ϕp · ∇Sn−1ϕpdHn−1 + 2(pn)2
∫

Bn

|∇U̇ |2dξ.
(5.18)

By direct computation, the validity of (5.15) is invariant under ϕp 7→ ϕp + c for a constant

c. Consequently, (5.18) is equivalent to

(5.19)

∫

Sn−1 ϕ
pdHn−1 = 0 ⇒

(n+ 2− p)
∫

Sn−1 ϕ
2pdHn−1 <

∫

Sn−1 |∇Sn−1ϕp|2dHn−1 + 2(pn)2
∫

Bn |∇U̇ |2dξ.
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Now, we assume
∫

Sn−1 ϕ
pdHn−1 = 0. Denote by ∆Sn−1 the spherical Laplace operator on

S
n−1. The first eigenvalue of (−∆Sn−1) is 0, and the corresponding eigenspace is constant

functions. Thus, the zero-mean condition on ϕp illustrates that ϕp is orthogonal to such

eigenspace. The second eigenvalue of (−∆Sn−1) is n− 1, and the corresponding eigenspace

consists of the restriction of linear functions of Rn to S
n−1, since each of them is odd and

ϕp is even, ϕp is orthogonal to this eigenspace as well. The third eigenvalue is 2n, then by

the divergence theorem on S
n−1, one sees that

∫

Sn−1

|∇Sn−1ϕp|2dHn−1 = −
∫

Sn−1

ϕp∆Sn−1ϕpdHn−1 ≥ 2n

∫

Sn−1

ϕ2pdHn−1.(5.20)

Substituting (5.20) into (5.19), we conclude that Theorem 5.9 holds. Hence, the proof of

Theorem 1.1 is completed. �

Proof of Theorem 1.2

In the case p = 0: similarly, on the one hand, if φ = constant, the log-Brunn-Minkowski

inequality for torsion (1.34) holds in the case of Euclidean balls. On the other hand, if

φ 6= constant, using Lemma 5.8 and Proposition 5.5, we conclude that to prove (1.34), it

suffices to verify the (strict) validity of (5.10) in the case that Ω is the unit ball Bn. In this

regard we prove that the following theorem.

Theorem 5.10. Let φ ∈ C2(Sn−1) be even with φ 6= constant, then the following inequality

(n+ 2)

∫

Sn−1

φ2dHn−1 − (n + 2)

nωn

(
∫

Sn−1

φdHn−1

)2

− 2

∫

Sn−1

φ2
∇U̇ · ξ
U̇

dHn−1 <

∫

Sn−1

|∇Sn−1φ|2dHn−1

(5.21)

holds, where U̇ satisfies the following equation

(5.22)

{

∆U̇ = 0, ξ ∈ Bn,

U̇(ξ) = 1
nφ, ξ ∈ S

n−1.

Proof. By (5.22) and divergence theorem, there is

2

∫

Sn−1

φ2
∇U̇ · ξ
U̇

dHn−1 = 2n2
∫

Sn−1

U̇(∇U̇ · ξ)dHn−1 = 2n2
∫

Bn

|∇U̇ |2dξ.

Then the validity of (5.21) is to verify

(n+ 2)

∫

Sn−1

φ2dHn−1 − (n+ 2)

nωn

(
∫

Sn−1

φdHn−1

)2

< 2n2
∫

Bn

|∇U̇ |2dξ +
∫

Sn−1

|∇Sn−1φ|2dHn−1.

(5.23)
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By direct computation, the validity of (5.21) is invariant under φ 7→ φ+ c for a constant c.

Consequently, (5.23) is equivalent to

(5.24)
∫

Sn−1

φdHn−1 = 0 ⇒ (n+ 2)

∫

Sn−1

φ2dHn−1 < 2n2
∫

Bn

|∇U̇ |2dξ +
∫

Sn−1

|∇Sn−1φ|2dHn−1.

Now, suppose
∫

Sn−1 φdHn−1 = 0. Similarly, based on the zero-mean condition and even

assumption on φ, then
∫

Sn−1

|∇Sn−1φ|2dHn−1 = −
∫

Sn−1

φ∆Sn−1φdHn−1 ≥ 2n

∫

Sn−1

φ2dHn−1.(5.25)

Substituting (5.25) into (5.24), we conclude that Theorem 5.10 holds. Hence, Theorem 1.2

is completely proved.

�

Following [8, Lemma 3.1, Lemma 3.2], as a consequence of Theorems 1.1 and 1.2, we

obtain the following Lp-Minkowski inequalities for torsion near the unit ball with 0 ≤ p < 1.

Corollary 5.11. Let ϕ ∈ C2(Sn−1) be even. Then there exists a sufficiently small ε > 0

such that for every s1, s2 ∈ [−ε, ε], the Lp-Minkowski inequalities for torsion for 0 < p < 1

hold true:

Tp(Ω1,Ω2)
n+2 ≥ T (Ω1)

n+2−pT (Ω2)
p,

where Ω1 is the convex body with the support function h1 = (1+ s1ϕ)
1

p and Ω2 is the convex

body with the support function h2 = (1 + s2ϕ)
1

p .

Corollary 5.12. Let φ ∈ C2(Sn−1) be even. Then there exists a sufficiently small ε > 0

such that for every s1, s2 ∈ [−ε, ε], the log-Minkowski inequality for torsion holds true:
∫

Sn−1

log
hΩ1

hΩ2

dḠtor(Ω2, ·) ≥
1

n+ 2
log

T (Ω1)

T (Ω2)
,

where Ω1 is the convex body with the support function h1 = es1φ and Ω2 is the convex body

with the support function h2 = es2φ.
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