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BRUNN-MINKOWSKI INEQUALITY FOR p-HARMONIC MEASURES

ARIEL A. AGUAS-BARRENO, MURAT AKMAN, AND SHIRSHO MUKHERJEE

ABSTRACT. We prove a local Brunn-Minkowski inequality for a functional corresponding to
p-harmonic measures for 2 < p <n + 1.

1. INTRODUCTION

The Brunn-Minkowski inequalities and Minkowski problems of prescribing measures on the
unit sphere goes back to the works of Minkowski [31, 32|, Alexandrov [5, 6], etc. and has
been one of the most prominent case to study in geometric analysis. They are also intimately
connected to other inequalities including the isoperimetric inequality, Sobolev inequalities, etc.
The classical Brunn-Minkowski inequality states that for any compact convex sets E1, Fs C R"
with nonempty interiors, we have that,

IAEL+ (1= N E)|% > AE1|" + (1 - \)| o), (1.1)

for any A € [0, 1], where |- | is the Lebesgue measure and + on the left denotes the Minkowski
addition. Thus, the inequality (1.1) implies that | - [/ is a concave function with respect to
Minkowski addition. Moreover, equality in (1.1) holds if and only if E; is a translation and
dilation of Fy. For numerous applications of (1.1) to problems in geometry and analysis, we
refer to the classical book by Schneider [33] and the survey paper by Gardner [18].

Over the years, inequalities of Brunn-Minkowski type have also been proved for many other
measures and homogeneous functionals. For example, one can replace the Lebesgue measure in
(1.1) by capacity; in this case, it was shown by Borell [7] that

1 1 1

[Capy(AEL + (1 — A)Ep)]»=2 = A[Capy(E1)]"=2 + (1 — A) [Capy (E2)[ "2, (1.2)
whenever E;, Fy are compact convex sets with nonempty interiors in R, n > 3. Here, Cap,
denotes the Newtonian capacity. The exponents in this inequality and (1.1) differ because | - |
is homogeneous of degree n, whereas Capy(+) is homogeneous of degree n — 2. Borell [8] proved
a Brunn-Minkowski-type inequality for logarithmic capacity. The equality case in (1.2) was
studied by Caffarelli, Jerison, and Lieb in [9], where it was shown that equality in (1.2) holds if
and only if E» is a translate and dilate of E; for n > 3. Jerison in [22] used that result to prove
uniqueness of the Minkowski problem. In [14], Colesanti and Salani proved the p-capacitary
version of (1.2) for 1 < p < n, i.e.

[Cap,(AEy + (1— \)E3)] ™7 > A[Cap,(E1)] 77 + (1— ) [Cap,(E2)] ™7 (1.3)

whenever E7, F5 are compact convex sets with nonempty interiors in R™, where Capp(') denotes
the p-capacity of a set defined as

Cap,,(E) = inf {/ |VolPdx : v e CP(R™), v(z) > 1 for x € E’} : (1.4)
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It was also shown in the same paper that equality in (1.3) holds if and only if Fs is a translate
and dilate of E;. In [13], Colesanti and Cuoghi defined a logarithmic capacity for p = n,n > 3,
and proved a Brunn-Minkowski-type inequality for this capacity. In [11], a Minkowski problem
was studied for p-capacity, 1 < p < 2, using (1.3). For 1 < p < n, the second author of the
present article, along with others in [1], showed that (1.3) holds for any convex set with positive
p-capacity and for capacities associated with more general elliptic PDEs (known as .A-harmonic
PDEs), with the same conclusion if equality holds. In [2], the existence and uniqueness of the
so-called A-harmonic Green’s function for the complement of a convex compact set in R™ were
established; using this, it was shown that a quantity related with the behavior of this function
near infinity satisfies a Brunn-Minkowski inequality for n < p < oco. It was also shown in
the same article that if equality holds £y and FEs, then under certain regularity and structural
assumptions on A (no additional assumption in the case of p-Laplace equation), then these two
sets are homothetic. The torsional rigidity and first eigenvalue of the Laplacian versions of (1.1)
were studied in [12]. We refer to [2, 1, 3] etc. for more results.

Harmonic measures has been studied by Dahlberg [15] and Jerison [21] and as a generalization
of it, the p-harmonic measures have been studied by Lewis and Nystrom, see [24, 29, 26], etc.
(see Section 2 for details). Recently, the existence of domains solving the Minkowski problem
for p-harmonic measures has been established by the second and the third author in [4]. In this
paper, we prove a Brunn-Minkowski-type inequality curated towards some form of uniqueness
of domains that solve the Minkowski problem for p-harmonic measures.

The main result of this paper is a local Brunn-Minkowski inequality for p-harmonic measures.

Theorem 1.5. Let Ky C R™ be a compact convex set of non-empty interior and wy be any
given p-harmonic measure on 0Ky for 2 < p < n+ 1. There exists a neighborhood N of convex
sets of mon-empty interior containing Ky such that for any K € N, there exists a p-harmonic
measure wi on OK with wi, = wy and for the functional 7 : N'— R defined by

T (K) = /(‘)K(hK °gr) dwk, (1.6)

where hx : S*™1 — R is the support function of K and gx : 0K — S is the Gauss map, we
have the inequality

y((l — )\)Kl + )\KQ) ”*;Jrl > (1 — )\) y(Kl)"*;*l + A y(Kg)"*;’Jrl, (17)
for every K1, Ko € N and X\ € [0,1].

Here we provide a brief overview on the technical novelty and key ingredients in the proof
of the above theorem. The first step towards the proof is to express the p-Laplacian on convex
rings in terms of the quasi-convex function formed out of the support function on sublevel
sets. This is done in Proposition 3.14 following the techniques of [14]; our proof is invariant
of choice of coordinates. This is done so that linearity of support functions with respect to
Minkowski addition can be used to generate a subsolution on the convex combination set in
the next subsection. The next and most important step is a limiting characterization of the
functional .7 that is devoid of the gradient. In the Capacitary case of [14], the identity

p—1
Capp({u > 0}) = ¢(n,p) <$1|1£>noo Z'((mx))>

with G(z) =1/ |a:|% and u as the p-capacitary function of {u > 0}, follows relatively easily, as
the capacitary function asymptotically decays like G at infinity. However, it is not so in our case
for twofold reasons; firstly our functional has a degeneracy in the weight of the full gradient
and secondly, the boundary on which the p-harmonic function vanishes is finite. It requires
deeper analysis on the boundary behavior of p-harmonic functions, which, thankfully, has been
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previousy carried out by Lewis and Nystrom in [25]. Resting on a boundary Harnack inequality
for p-harmonic functions shown by Lewis-Nystrom [25], we prove the limiting characterization

. . u() N

I ({u > 0}) = c(n,p, v, diam({u > 0})) 51_1}1& /{u:s} <dist(:c, 89)) dH" ()
in Proposition 3.27, where v is a modulus of convexity. This characterization complicates the
proof of the Brunn-Minkowski inequality signifcantly. In the capacitary case, the denominator
G remains fixed in the limit; we encounter an opposite situation as the numerator within the
surface integral in our case remains fixed (equals s). The proof of the theorem is achieved from
a completely new geometric argument to prove Theorem 3.78 using projection identities related
to the distance function. These tools can also be used in other similar problems with p-harmonic
functions vanishing on outer boundaries of finite convex rings.

Lastly, we remark that the case for equality seems to be difficult also due to the structure
of the above characterization. It adds to the difficulty for the case of local uniqueness for the
corresponding Minkowski problem which is already involved due to the non-uniqueness of the
p-harmonic functions prescribing the measures. These are a part of our ongoing work.

2. PRELIMINARIES

Here, we review well-known properties of convex domains, p-harmonic measures and Minkowski
problems. For n > 1, points in R™ are denoted as x = (z1,...,2,) = Y ., x;e; where
{e1,...,en} is the standard basis. The standard inner product on R" are denoted as (-,-)
and the Euclidean norm as | -|. For functions f: R” — Rand F = (f1,..., fm) : R = R™ the
gradient defined by Vf = 37" ,(0;f)ei, the Jacobian defined by DF = 71", 37", (0; fj)ei @ ¢;
and the Hessian is defined by D?f = D(Vf) = z;zjzl(@;jf)ei ® €;. 7F0ro any A C R", its
topological closure and interior shall be denoted as A and A and 04 = A\ A.

Given a measure space (X, p) and a map f: X — Y, the pushforward measure f.p on Y is
defined on any measurable subset £ C Y as

(fer)(B) = p(f~H(E)),

which is absolutely continuous with respect to p and in the infinitesimal form, for any function
g:Y — R it is written as gd(fup) = (g o f)du. We shall denote H* as the k-dimensional
Hausdorff measure, B,(z) as the standard metric ball in R" and S*~! = dB;(0). We shall
denote w,, = H"1(S"71) as the surface area of the unit sphere.

2.1. Convex domains and support functions. We recall some notions and properties of
convex functions and domains. For further details we refer to Schneider [33], Gardner [18], etc.

For any A C R™ | the support function h4 : R — R is defined as
ha(y) =sup {(z,y) :z € A}. (2.1)

Thus, we have hi(y) = max,cx <x,y> for a compact convex subset K C R™. Note that hg
is sub-linear in general and linear (i.e. hi(y) = (z,y) for every y € R") iff K = {z}. The
supporting hyperplane of K with outer normal y € R™ \ {0}, is given by

Hk(y) := {x eR": <:c,y> = hK(y)}. (2.2)

Thus, hg is differentiable at y € R™\ {0} with Vhg(y) = = if and only if KN Hgk(y) = {z} and
in this case K is called strictly convex. Note that hx is homogeneous of degree 1 and hence
y — Vhg(y) is homogeneous of degree 0, i.e.

hx(Ay) = Ahg(y) and Vhg(Ay) = Vhg(y) VyeR"\ {0}, A>0. (2.3)
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The support functions are sub-linear (sub-additive and 1-homogeneous) and also conversely, all
sub-linear functions are support functions for a corresponding domain, see [33, Theorem 1.7.1].
This leads to characterizing convex set K as

K= () {zeR": (2,§) < hx(©)); (2.4)
gesn—1
thus convex bodies correspond to Wulff shapes of their support functions. Also note that (2.4)
implies K1 C K» iff hi, < hg,. Recall that the Minkowski sum of E, F' C R" is defined by

E+F:={s+y:xe€E,yecF} (2.5)

and the scalar multiplication cE := {cy : y € E} for any ¢ € R™. It is not hard to check that if
E, F are convex then so is £+ F and aF for all a > 0. Furthermore, for compact convex sets,
the decomposition to Minkowski sums is unique, i.e. if £+ K; = E + K5 then K; = K5, which
allows the definition of E — F = {&x —y : € E,y € F} as well. In particular, we note that
B, (z) = {z} + r B1(0) is the standard Euclidean metric ball. Most importantly, the support
functions are Minkowski additive, i.e. for compact convex sets E/, FF C R", we have

har+sr = ahg + Bhp Va,B>0, (2.6)
and hence, for supporting hyperplanes as in (2.2), Hypygr(-) = aHg(-) + BHp(-) holds as well.
The classical Brunn-Minkowski inequality is given by

B+ F|V" > B[V + |F|V" (2.7)
for any measurable E, F' C R"™, with equality if £ and F' are homothetic.

The notion of smoothness of boundaries is standard, a domain €2 C R" is said to be of class
Cck (resp. Ch®fork e Nand 0 < o < 1) if the domain can be expressed locally as a sub-graph of
a function ¢ € C*(R"™1) (resp. C**(R"~1)) and the boundary as a graph of it, after a possible
rotation. If OK is of class C! for a convex domain K, then for every x € 0K there exists a
normal vector at  unique up to scaling. This gives rise to the Gauss map, gx : 0K — S*1,
where g (z) is the outer unit normal at x € 0K and in terms of support function, we have

hi (g (2)) = (v, gk (2)), V€ dK. (2.8)
Recall that the tangent space at x € 9K is given by T(0K) = {y € R" : (y, gk (z)) =0} and
from (2.8), we have gx € C1(0K,S"!) and the Weingarten map is defined by

WK(:L') = dgK(.Z') : Tz(aK) — T$(8K)

The principal curvatures are the eigenvalues ki(x),...,kn—1(x) of Wk (z) and the Gaussian
curvature is given by

Kok () = det Wk (z)) = k1(2) ... kp—1(x).
If K is strictly convex then K N H (g (x)) = {x} for any z € 0K and g ! : S"1 — 9K is
well defined; moreover, hx being differentiable everywhere in R™ \ {0}, from (2.8) we have

hic(€) = (€8x '(€)) and Vhi(§) =gx '(§), VEeSL (2.9)

A convex set K is said to be of class C_’ﬁ for any k € N, if 9K is of class C* and the Gauss map
gr : 0K — S" 1 is a diffeomorphism. Given any convex set K, there exists a nested sequence
K; of C_% convex sets with K; 1 C K; such that

o0
K =K, (2.10)
=1

(see [33]), so restricting to the C% class is sufficient for the arguments of most parts. If K is of
class C%, note that g~ € C1(S"1,0K) and hx € C*(R™\ {0}). Hence, from homogeneity
of hg, (2.9) and (2.3), we have

hi(y) = (y,Vhg(y)) and D*hg(y)y=0, VyeR"\{0}, (2.11)
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where the second equality of the above follows from the first. The inverse Weingarten map is
denoted as

Wi () 1= Wi(gr ™1 (€)) " =dgr (&) : Te(S"™") — Te(s" ™)

defined for all £ € S"~!, which is the non-singular part of D?h(§). For any § € S"~! being
fixed, there exists an orthonormal basis {e!,..., " ! ¢} of R” and hence, {e’} span the tangent
space T¢(S"™1). Any z € R™ in this basis is given by

x = Zx (z,€)¢ with 2" = (x,e"). (2.12)

Since D?*h(€)€ = 0 from (2.11), the only non-zero entries of D*h(£) are (D?*hy(£)el, ') for
i,j € {1,...,n — 1} which, from (2.9), are the entries of dVhx(¢) = dgrx (&) = Wk 1(€),
with respect to the above basis. In other words, we have

n—1
D’hi(§) = > (Wi H(€e,e)e’ @ el (2.13)
ij=1
Thus, D?hg(€) has eigenvalues {1/r1(gr1(€)),...,1/kn_1(gx1(£)),0}, where ;s are the
principal curvatures of 9K. With £ € U € S"! and a coordinate chart ¢ : U — V C R* 1,
the covariant derivatives of f : S*™! — R of first and second orders are locally defined by

n—1
(i) V=) (Vif)e', where Vif(x):=i(fop™")(p(x)),
i=1
n1 - (2.14)
(i) V2f = Y (Vigf)e @, where Vijf(a) = 0,5(f o) (p(a)),
ij=1
In particular, for the choice of U = S"~ 1= {iL‘ € R": <x §> = 1-2 Iac } or the other
hemisphere U = S"! corresponding to the negative square root) and ¢ = (z',...,z"!), taking

hy restricted to S*~!, (2.11) can be written in terms of local coordinates which, together with
(2.12) and (2.13), leads to

Vhi(§) = hg ()¢ + Vhi(§), and Wi (€) = hr (I + V2h(£), (2.15)
see [4, 11], etc. Therefore, for Ci domains, we have
det (V2hsc(€) + hic(E)T) = det(Wi () = 1/K(gx " (€)), (2.16)
where K is the Gaussian curvature. Hence, from transformation rule of the Jacobian, we have
; f(x)dH"( / Flgr 1 (&) det (V2hi (&) + hi (E)I) dE. (2.17)
K
As in [4], we denote C[A] = cofactor matrix of A so that, from (2.16),
C[V?hg + hgl](V?hg + hil) = det(V2hg + hrgDI = 1/(K o g~ ML (2.18)
Since Wi ! = V2hg + hxl from (2.15), hence (2.18) can be rewritten as
Wi (z) = K(z) C[V?hg + hil](gx (), Vo edK. (2.19)

We state following lemma from [4, Lemma 3.44].

Lemma 2.20. Let u € C?(0Q) and {e',...,e" "1} be an orthonormal frame field of S*~! such
that for any & € S ! the unit vectors ¢! = €'(¢) € S"! span the tangent space Tg(S"fl).
The covariant derivatives being defined as in (2.14) with respect to the suitable local coordinate
charts related to the frame, we have the following:

(1) (D*u(F(§))e',e’) = —K(F(&))|Vu(F(€))| Ciy[V?h + hl];



(2) (D*u(F(€))¢,¢') = —K(F(£)) 32, Cij[V2h + A V;(|Vu(F (€))]);

where C; j[-] = (C[-]e7, €") are entries of the cofactor matriz as in (2.18) fori,j € {1,...,n—1}
with respect to this frame and F(€) = go~1(€) = Vhq(€).

Remark 2.21. In [4, Lemma 3.44], the function u is assumed to be p-harmonic but it is evident in
its proof that the two assertions of the above works for any smooth functions. The p-harmonicity
in [4, Lemma 3.44] is required only for proving a third assertion of computing the last term
<D2u(F(£))£, £>, which is omitted here in the statement of the above lemma.

It is also easy to see that the Gaussian curvature decreases with Minkowski addition at points
of respective boundaries with common unit normal i.e.
Kox,+or, < Kok, + Kok, (2.22)
which follows from (2.16) and supperadditivity of determinant within positive matrices.
The Hausdorff distance between Borel sets E, E/ C R" is defined as

dy(E, E') = max (sup{dist(y, E):y e E'}, sup{dist(y,E') : y € E}), (2.23)

equivalently, we have dy (E, E') = sup,cgn | dist(y, £) — dist(y, £')|. The Hausdorff distance of
convex sets can be characterized by support functions as

dn(E, F) = dn(0E,0F) = |hg — hp|| e sn-1y, (2.24)
see [33, Lemma 1.8.1, Lemma 1.8.14].

2.2. The p-Laplacian and p-harmonic measures. Here we recall p-harmonic measures and
Minkowski problems and review some previous results in these directions.

The minimizers of the p-Dirichlet energy functional w — [, |Vw|? dx are weak solutions to
the p-Laplacian equation Ayu = div(|Vu|P~2Vu) = 0 in (, satisfying

/ IVulP~2(Vu, Ve de =0, Y ¢ e C(9),
Q

and are called p-harmonic functions for 1 < p < oo which coincide with harmonic functions
for p = 2. The existence of weak solution u € W1P(Q) is classical and follows from direct
methods. The p-Laplacian is a monotone operator that satisfies comparison principle and
thereby uniqueness, furthermore the weak solutions are locally C1®. We collect these in the
following and refer to [20, 19, 16, 28, 34, 30], etc. for more details.

Theorem 2.25. For any bounded domain Q C R™ and 1 < p < oo, we have the following:

(1) (Comparison Principle) if Apv < Apu in the weak sense on Q and u < v on 0Q in the
trace sense then u < v on §;
(2) (Regularity) if Apu = 0 in the weak sense on 2, then u € C’lt’?(Q) for some a € (0,1).

Furthermore, the continuity of the gradient of the p-Laplacian of the above implies that if
Vu # 0 in ' C , then we can conclude u € C°(') from Schauder estimates, see [19].

Given a bounded and sufficiently regular domain Q C R™, and a neighbourhood N of 9f2,
if u € WHP(Q2 N N) is a positive weak solution to the p-Laplacian in @ N N, then upon zero
extension u € WHP(N). Since p-superharmonic functions form a non-negative distribution as
shown in [20], from a theorem of Schwartz using the Riesz representation theorem, there exists
a non-negative Radon measure w, on 9€) such that

/\Vuyp2<vu,v¢> d:v:—/ ¢ duwy,
Q o0

for any ¢ € C§°(IV); the measure w), is called the p-harmonic measure associated to w. Such
measures can also be defined for A-harmonic functions that are, in general, referred as Riesz
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measures, see [20, 23]. If 9Q is C%!, then the unit normal vy = —Vu/|Vu| is defined almost
everywhere on 092 = 9{u > 0} and hence
dw, = |VulPtdH" L pq. (2.26)

The function u may have a blow-up inside 2\ N but the p-harmonicity in @ N N implies that
u € Cllo’?(Q N N) from Theorem 2.25 above. Also, the neighborhood N of 92 can be chosen up
to possible reduction so that we can assume without loss of generality that Vu # 0 in QNN so

that u € C*°(Q2 N N) as stated above, and furthermore, we can assume
lull oo (anvnn) + [Vl L (anna) < o0,

in other words, all possible singularities of u are strictly the interior of Q\ N.

The above notion of p-harmonic measure is defined for any open connected domains €2,
including convex domains. The notion extends to a convex set K of non-empty interior in the
same way taking €2 as the interior of K so that given a neighbourhood N of K and a function
u € WYP(K N N), we have the notion of a p-harmonic measure w, associated to u given by
dw, = |VulP~'dH" 'L . Then, this can be further extended naturally to the case case of
K being a convex set of empty interior i.e. K = 0K; given N is a neighborhood of K and
u € WIP(N) being a positive weak solution to the p-Laplacian in N \ K and u vanish on K,
there exists a non-negative Radon measure w, on K such that

/ [VuP~2(Vu, Vo) dx:—/ b duwy,
N K

for any ¢ € C§°(IN) similarly as above which is called the p-harmonic measure associated to u,
and dw, = |Vu[P"1dH" 1 L i if K is Lipschitz. We refer to [29] for further details on quasi-linear
equations on low dimensional sets.

2.3. Minkowski problem. For n > 3, we consider convex domains {2 C R™ and the Gauss map
gq : 0Q — S" 1 where g () is the outer unit normal at z € 92, defined almost everywhere on
the boundary since 9 is locally Lipschitz. Consider a positive finite Borel measure p on S"~!
which satisfies the following (necessary) conditions:

0 [ Neolaue) >0, ves,
(i) [ gdute)=o.

Minkowski problems seek the existence up to a translation of a unique compact convex domain
) with non-empty interior such that po = p, where p satisfies (i) and (i7) of the above and
o = (gq)«n for some prescribed measure n on 92 and gq is the Gauss map. The prescribed
measure 7 is typically absolutely continous with respect to H" 'L g and with respect to the
Gauss map, we can express the density of the induced measure on S*~! as

dua(§) = F[hol(§)dE (2.28)

for a functional .#, where hq is the support function. For the original Minkowski problem,
we have n = H" ! and pg = (gq)«H"!. The case of the given measure being discrete was
considered in [32, 31], where the corresponding convex domains are polytopes. The continuous
case has been shown in [5, 6, 17] and the smooth case in [10]. If © is of class C? and the
covariant derivatives as in (2.14) defined by the charts as shown in the previous subsection,
then recalling (2.16) and (2.17), we note that the density (2.28) is the reciprocal of the Gauss

curvature, i.e.

(2.27)

d§

dpg(€) = det(V*he +hal)dé = 2y
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and furthermore, if uo = (gq)«n where dn = fdH" ! for a function f: 9Q — R, then we have

(foga 1)(E)
K(ga=1(¢))

The above formulae hold for So-a.e. & € S"~! for a general convex domain. As examples of
the above, the prescribed measure is the harmonic measure w at origin in [21] where we have
o = (8a)«w and f = (0G/0v) where G is the Green’s function with pole at 0; in the case of
capacitary measures in [11], we have f = |[VU|P where U is the capacitary function.

Fhal(€) = = f(Vhq) det(V?hg + hall). (2.29)

In the case of p-harmonic measures, o = (8q)«wp Where where wy, is the p-harmonic measure
with respect to a function u = ug € WHP(Q N N) given by dw, = |[Vul[P7LdH" "1 L yq where u
is p-harmonic in 2 N N and satisfies

div(|VulP=2Vu) =0, in QN N;
u >0, in Q; (2.30)
u =0, on 0,

where N is a neighbourhood of 9€; thus, u € W1P(IN) upon zero extension. It corresponds to
the density f = |Vu[P~! in (2.29) for 1 < p < co. Henceforth, we shall fix

o = (8a)swp, where wy(FE) :/ |Vu|P~taH™ L. (2.31)
ENdQ
The choice of N is made so that Vu # 0 in QNN and [Jull peo(nng) + VUl oo (vng) < 00 up
to possible reduction, and without loss of generality, we also assume that N is C°°. Using the
notations (2.31) and (2.26), we have
dpa = |[Vu(Fo (&) P~ 1dH" " Lag = F [hal(€)dE,
where F(€) := go~1(¢) = Vhq(€) and from (2.29), we have
Fha)(€) = |Vu(Fqo(€)) [P~ det(V2hg + hal).

If K = Q for a convex domain 2 then we define yjx = . Given a function u satisfying (2.30),
the p-harmonic measures for the variations Qf = Q + tQ) are uniquely defined by measures
corresponding to u(-,t) € WLP(Q! N N), the weak solution of the following Dirichlet problem
div (|Vu(-, t)[P~2Vu(-,t)) =0, in Q'NN;
u(x,t) =0, YV x e otnN; (2.32)
u(z,t) = u(1%), VzedNNQy
for t € [—7,7] for 7 > 0 small enough, so that upon zero extension, u(-,t) € WHP(N). Then the
corresponding measures are uniquely defined by
dpoe = |[Vu(F (&), )P HdH ' L gor = F [hee(€) dE,
where F(€,1) 1= For(€) = gar~1(€) = Vha(€) + tVhoy(€) and

Fha + the](€) = |Vu(F(&,t), )P~ det (V2ha + hol + t(Vhay + ho/D)). (2.33)
Hence, the special case Q@ = Q' on (2.33) for A= (1+¢) € (1 — 7,1+ 7) leads to
ﬂ[khg] = )\nfpﬁ[hg], (2.34)

see [4, Lemma 3.12]. Asin [4], letting N7(Q) = {Q+tQ : 0 < |t| < 7}, we denote the functional
F:N7(Q) >R as

rQ+tQ):= /

Sn—

o @@ = [ (hat the)OF Il s (23)

Sn—1
and T'(Q) := I'(2). Then from the homogeneity of support function and (2.34),

TAQ) = \"PHIPQ), VA=0Q+t)e(l—71+7). (2.36)



Furthermore, we have the following Hadamard type formula, see [4, Proposition 3.76].

Lemma 2.37. Given convex domains Q + tQ' with 0 < |t| < 7 for 7 > 0 small enough,
hor > 0 and with dug i = |Vu(-, )P~ tdH 1 L a+tqy where u(-,t) is the unique solution of
the Dirichlet problem (2.32), we have

d
dt lt=0

where T as in (2.35) and uq is as in (2.31).

F(Q =+ tQ/) = (n —p+ 1) / hQ/ dMQ, (238)
S§n—1

Using these results, the existence theorem for the Minkowski problem for p-harmonic measures
has been proved in [4]. We quote the following from [4, Theorem 1.2].

Theorem 2.39 (Existence). Given a finite reqular Borel measure u on S"~1 satisfying condi-
tions (2.27), there exists a bounded convexr domain Q0 with non-empty interior such that g = p
and [y ho dpg = 1, where pg is as in (2.31) for 1 < p < oco.

Remark 2.40. The constraint I'(Q) = fS"71 hq dug = 1 in the above theorem is evident in the
proof of [4, Theorem 1.2].

We complete this section with some clarifying remarks in the following.

Remark 2.41. The existence of domains solving the Minkowski problem for harmonic measures
was shown by Jerison [21]. It was also shown in [21] that the corresponding functional may not
satisfy its corresponding Brunn-Minkowski inequality. Although our result is stated for p > 2,
the results in [21] are not in contradiction to p = 2 of our case for the following reasons:

(1) The measures in [21] have the constraint that they are probability measures unlike
[4] and our case. This alters the degree of homogenity of the functional making the
corresponding inequality in [21] different from ours.

(2) The principal difference between [21] and [4] and our case is the fact that the definition
of classical harmonic measures is too restrictive. In our notation it corresponds to a
particular 2-harmonic measure with N = R" \ {0} strictly and v = G, which is the
Green’s function that blows up at 0, i.e. the inner boundary reduces to a point where
the harmonic function blows up. This case does not satisfy the finiteness assumption
lull oo (anvne) + [IVull Lo (annq) < 00, which we are allowed to freely choose otherwise
given our choice of the neighborhood can be taken with any possible reductions (as a
consequence of this, the first variation of .# is self-adjoint in L? for [4] but not self
adjoint for [21]). A drawback for the case of p-harmonic measures is that they cannot
be uniquely defined and depend on the choice of an apriori p-harmonic function.

3. THE BRUNN-MINKOWSKI INEQUALITY

Here onwards, we fix a compact convex set Ky C R™ of non-empty interior, a neighbourhood
N (open and connected) of 9Kp and a function uy € W1P(Ky N N) that satisfies

div(|Vue[P~2Vug) =0, in KoNN;

ug > 0, in Ko; (3.1)
ug = 0, on 0Kj.

Up to a possible reduction of the choice of N, we can assume without loss of generality that
Vug # 01in KoN N so that ug € C°(KyN N). Furthermore, since K is convex, we can assume
that N is a convex ring (see [27] for definition) and

[uoll Lo (annko) + [[Vuoll Lo (annir,) < 00
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We shall establish a local Brunn-Minkowski inequality for a functional .7 as in (1.6). For the
inequality, we shall consider convex bodies in a neighbourhood of K given by

Ky +tK'
N (Ko) = {(1+t)

with 0 € K’ and 7 > 0 small enough such that N is also a neighbourhood of K i.e. 9K C N
and hence INNK = ONN K for any K € N;(Kjy). We label ug, = ug and uy € WHP(K N N)
for any K € N;(Kp), as the weak solution of the Dirichlet problem

div (|[Vug[P"2Vug) =0, in KN N;
ug(x) =0, VoedKNN; (3.3)
ug (x) = up(x), VzedNNK.

10 <t <7’}, (3.2)

Upon zero extension ux € WHP(N). As in Section 2, we henceforth denote the image of the
p-hamonic measure px on S~ 1 associated to ug of (3.3) as

pi (E) = / |Vug[P~tdH™ !, for any measurable E C S"71, (3.4)
gk H(E)

where g is the Gauss map. In other words, for the p-harmonic measure dwy = |Vug|P~tdH" !
on K, we have ux = (gx)«wk. The functional .7 : N;(Kj) — R of (1.6) is defined by

7() = | (o) Va1 = [ () duts), (35

for which we prove the Brunn-Minkowski inequality (2.7) for K1, Ko € N (Ko) C N;(K)p).

A key step towards the proof is to show that supremal convolution of ug, and ug, is a
subsolution of the p-Laplacian in (1 — A\)K; + AKs. Towards this, we need to obtain the p-
Laplacian in terms of the support functions of sub-level sets, which is essential to figure the
behavior of p-harmonicity with respect to the Minkowski addition of convex sets. This is the
content of the following subsection. It follows along the direction of [14].

3.1. Support functions on sub-level sets. Here we assume €2 as a convex domain of class Ci
containing the origin, a neighborhood N of 92 so that QNN is a convex ring, and u € C?(QNN)
such that v > 0 and [Vu| > 0in QN N, u=0on 9Q and [Jul|=@nno) + | VullLe@anng) < 0.
Moreover, we assume

Qt = {l‘ € QO U(CU) > t}, V0 S t S ||u”L°°(NﬂQ)a (36)
are convex bodies of class C2. Note that Qo =  and for any 0 < t < |l oo (N0, We have

O ={z € Q : u(z) =t} and go,(x) = —Vu(z)/|Vu(z)| for all z € 9. Since Q’s are C2
hence g, ! exists and we have the following decomposition of the convex ring,

QNN = U o, (3.7)

0<t<||ull Lo (Nn@)

with each 9€2; being diffeomorphic to S*~! via @, : QNN — S~ x [0, |ul| oo (nry]s given by

Ou(z) = (=Vu(z)/|Vu(z)|,u(x)) and O, (&) = go, ' (£). (3.8)
We denote the support function corresponding to {u > t} as hy : R” x [0, ||ul|z<] — R as
hu(yvt) = th (y)7 (39)

with hg, as in (2.1) and for derivatives of h,, the notations V and D? shall be used as usual
for the first coordinates and 0y, 97, etc. for the last coordinate.

Now, the goal is to express A,u entirely in terms of h, and its derivatives. Towards this, we
require the following identities.
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Lemma 3.10. Given Q and u € C*(QN N) as above, we have hy € C?(R™\ {0} x [0, |Ju|z=))
and the following holds at any x € QN N:

(1) ha (=Vu/|Vul|,u) = (2, =Vu/|Vul);
(2) Vhy (=Vu/|Vu|,u) =2, and D?hy, (=Vu/|Vu|,u) Vu/|Vu| = 0;
(8) Ohy (—Vu/|Vul,u) = —1/|Vul.

Proof. At z € 09, using gq, () = —Vu(z)/|Vu(z)|, (3.9) and recalling (2.8), we have
e (=0 [Vl ) = (8o, (2),) = ho, (80, (2)) = (2 80, (2)) = (2, ~Vu(z)/|Vu(z)]).
for any ¢ € (0, ||u||z~). This, together with (3.7), concludes (1). Similarly, (2) follows from (2.9)

and (2.11) in the same way using Vhg, (§) = gé}(ﬁ) and D?hg,(£)¢ = 0 for £ = —Vu/|Vul. To
prove (3), first note that the using homogeneity (2.3) on (1) and (2), we have

hy(=Vu,u) = (x,—Vu) and Vhy(—Vu,u)=uz. (3.11)
Differentiating the first identity of (3.11), the full gradients of both sides yield
—D*uVhy(—Vu,u) + thy(—Vu,u)Vu = —(D*u)z — Vu,
and the second identity of (3.11) cancels the first terms of the above, leading to
(Othu(—Vu,u) +1)Vu = 0.
Since |Vu| > 0 in Q@ N N, it implies d¢hy,(—Vu,u) = —1 which is enough to conclude (3) as O
does not change the homogeneity of the first variable of h,. This completes the proof. O
Similarly as (3.9), we denote the Weingarten map and its inverse corresponding to u as
Wa(z,t) := Wa,(z), and W, (y,t) := Wa, (y), (3.12)

for 0 <t < ||ul|p=. As in Section 2, we choose an orthonormal basis {e!,...,e" 1, —~Vu/|Vul|}
where {e’ : i € {1,...,n — 1}} span the tangent space T_g, /v, (S""!). As in Section 2, we
restrict to by : S"71 x [0, ||ul|z~] — R and find the identities on second derivatives of h, with
respect to the covariant derivatives as (2.14) on suitable coordinate charts that yield (2.15).

Lemma 3.13. Let Q and u € C2(QN N) be as above, {e',...,e" '} be an orthonormal frame
field of S*~! such that the unit vectors ¢! = e'(—Vu/|Vu|) € S*~! span the tangent space
T_Vu/‘vm(Sn_l), and the covariant derivatives be defined as in (2.14) with respect to suitable
local coordinate charts related to the frame. Then the following holds at any x € QNN :

(1) D?hy (—=Vu/|Vu|,u) = Y072 (W™ (=Vu/|Vul,u) el e')el @ el

(2) Vhy (=Vu/|Vu|,u) = 2 + hy (=Vu/|Vul,u) Vu/[Vul;
(3) V2hy (=Vu/|Vu|,u) = W, (=Vu/|Vul|,u) — hy (=Vu/|Vu|,u) L

Proof. Similarly as in the proof of the above lemma, from (2.13),(3.12) and (3.7), (1) follows
directly. For the rest, note that from (2.15), (3.9) and (3.12), we have
Vhy (=Vu/|Vu|,u) = —hy (=Vu/|Vu|,u) Vu/|Vu| + Vhy, (=Vu/|Vul,u);
Wu ™t (=Vu/|Vul|,u) = hy (=Vu/|Vaul,u) T+ V2h, (=Vu/|Vul|,u),
and use Lemma 3.10 and (3.7) to conclude (2) and (3) and complete the proof. O
Now, we evaluate the p-Laplacian in terms of the support function in the following. It shall

be used to generate a sub-solution in the next subsection.

Proposition 3.14. Given Q, N and u € C2(Q N N) as above, we have

o [T [ 0]+ B (v - i)

with hy, evaluated at (— Vu(z)/|Vu(z)|,u(z)) € S* x (0,||ul 1) for any z € QN N.

Apu =
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Proof. We evaluate u and its derivatives at every 9¢); and make use of the identities of the
above lemmas to obtain relations that hold identically for each ¢ € (0, ||u|| L), thereby conclude
them on QN N from (3.7), similarly as in the proof of the above lemmas.

First, with respect to the orthonormal basis {e!, ..., e" ! —Vu/|Vu|} as in Lemma 3.13, we
decompose the trace to obtain

n—1
Au = Tr(D?u) = Z (D*ue',e") + (D*uVu/|Vul|, Vu/|Vul)
=1

= —|Vu| TtOW,) + (D*u Vu/|Vul, Vu/|Vul),

where the last equality follows from Lemma 2.20, (2.19) and (3.12). Using the above together
with the fact that V(|Vu|) = D?u Vu/|Vul, we obtain the p-Laplacian as

Apu = |VulP~? [Au + (p — 2)(D*u Vu, Vu>/|Vu]2}
= [Vul~2 [~ |Vu| Te(W,) + (p — 1){D*u Vu/|Vul, Vu/|Vul)] (3.15)

(p—1)
[Vl

= [V~ [ Tr(W,) - (V(|Vul), Vu/|Vul)].

Now, recalling (3) of Lemma 3.10, we shall use |Vu| = —1/0:hy (—Vu/|Vu|,u) along with the
other identites. To evaluate the last term of (3.15) in terms of h,, we note that

V(Vul) = V(= 10 (~V/ Vel w) ) = (at;u)gv(athu (~Vu/|Vul,u) )
_ (athlu)z [ = D(Vu/[Vul) Vosho (~Vu/[Vul,w) + 02 (~Vu/|Vul,u) Vu].

Taking the inner product with Vu/|Vu| on the above, we obtain

<V(|VU’)7 VU/|VU|> = (3tf1Lu)2 [_<D (Vu/|Vul|) VOrhy, Vu/\vu|> + |vu|8t2hu]

which is applied to (3.15) along with using 0:h, = —1/|Vu|, to obtain

—1 (r—1)
7(—8#@)?*1 Tr(Wy) + (o)’

Apu = (= (0uh) (D (Vi) |Vul) VOyhu, V)|Vl ) — 02hy] } .

To complete the proof, we need to look into the term in the right hand side of the above
containing the Jacobian of Vu/|Vu|, which can be computed as

1
[Vul?

1
D (Vu/|Vul|) = W<D2u DQuVu@)Vu).

Notice that D (Vu/|Vu]) Vu = 0. Furthermore, since 0;h,, is also 1-homogeneous, we have
O¢thu(y,t) = (y, VOshy(y,t)) and therefore using (2.12) and (2.14) one can similarly obtain

Voihy (—Vu/|Vu|,u) = —0thy (—Vu/|Vul,u) Vu/|Vu| + VOih, (—Vu/|Vu|,u),  (3.16)
for the chosen coordinate chart just as in the case of h,. Using these, we have that

(D (Vu/|Vul) Vorhy, Vu/|Vul) = (D (Vu/|Vu|) Vithy, Vu/|Vul)

= (D (Vu/|Vu])" Vu/|Vu|, Vohy,). (3.17)
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We eliminate the last term by computing the derivative of Vh, (—Vu/|Vu|,u) = z, from (2) of
Lemma 3.10. On its j-th component i.e. djh,(Vu/|Vul,u) = x;, differentiating with 0; yields

51 = 0; (ajhu(—vu/\w,u))

_ zk:akajhu(—vu/yvu\,u ( IVEM\L> + 0,0k (—Vu/ |V, u)dsu

In matrix form, the above reads as
D (—Vu/|Vu|) D*hy(—=Vu/|Vul|,u) + Vu @ VOih,(Vu/|Vu|,u) =1,

which, upon transposition, leads to

2h(=Vu/|Vul,u)D (=Vu/|Vul)! + Voh,(Vu/|Vul|,u) @ Vu = 1. (3.18)
To generate the rightmost term of (3.17), first we multiply (3.18) with Vu/|Vu| to get

—D?hy (= Vu/|Vul, u) D(Vu/|Vu) T Vu/|Vu| + |Vu|VOihy (= Vu/|Vu|, u) = Vu/|Vul,
and then take inner product with respect to any e/ to obtain
(D?*hy(—Vu/|Vul, u)D(Vu/|Vu) ' Vu/|Vul,e’) = \Vu|<V8thu(—Vu/|Vu|,u),ej>.

Now, from (1) of Lemma 3.13 and (2.12), it is easy to see that D?h,(—Vu/|Vu|,u)e! = W, el
and recalling (2) of Lemma 3.10, we have D?h,(—Vu/|Vu|,u)Vu/|Vu| = 0. Therefore, taking
summation over j € {1,...,n — 1} of the above and using from (2.12) and (3.16), we have

Wu_lD(Vu/|Vu])TVu/|Vu] = |Vu|Vdhy

Thus, we have obtained

D(Vu/|Vul )T Vu/|Vu| = |[VulW,Vd;h,. (3.19)
The p-Laplacian formula above, together with (3.17) and (3.19), can be re-written as
A= 1 [romy + 21 [<w Vouhu, Vo) — 0h.] |
" (=0thy)P? (Orha 7 '

and the proof is concluded from W, = (V?h, + huﬂ)_1 on above, recalling Lemma 3.13. O

Now, in addition to the above, we make a further assumption that the given function wg is
constant on the inner boundary, i.e. IN NQ = {ug = gp} for some g9 > 0, so that

7(Q) = /a (o o ga)|Vu ! (3.20)

is consistent with (3.5), if u = uq solves the Dirichlet problem
div (|[VulP~2Vu) =0, in QNN;
u(z) =0, VaedNN, (3.21)
u(z) = eo, Vo e dNNQ.
The following lemma relates the p-harmonic functions on sub-level sets solving
div (|Vug, [P~?Vug,) =0, in QNN;
ug, () =0, VoeddNN; (3.22)
ug, () = o, YV x e ON Ny,

where €y = {u > t} is as in (3.6) with u solving (3.21). The neighborhood N is chosen upto
possible reduction such that ON N Q, = N NQ for all 0 <t < gp/2.
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Lemma 3.23. Given u that solves (3.21) and Q; = {u > t}, let uq, be the solution of the
Dirichlet problem (3.22). Then, we have the following for 0 <t < ey/2:
u—t 0

— i) 1= = = ~1 3.24
1—t/ey’ (i) i i= gy |, _guen = u/20 (3:24)

(’L) uQ, =
Proof. Let uy = (u—t)/(1—t/eo), we note that Apu; = 01in QN N. Also, since 08 = {u = t},
hence uy = 0 on 9 NN and from boundary condition of (3.21), uy = g9 on IN N = ON N
Therefore, u; solves (3.24) and (i) follows from uniqueness; (i) follows from computation. [

To proceed to prove the Brunn-Minkowski inequality of (3.20), we require a limiting charac-
terization of the functional (3.20) in terms of the defining function instead of the gradient. This
does not follow easily as in the capacitary case in [14, 11] etc. since our case involves a finite
boundary where the p-harmonic functions vanish. It requires deeper analysis of the boundary
behavior of p-harmonic functions. We require the following boundary Harnack inequality for
the p-Laplacian, which is a deep result due to Lewis-Nystrom [25, Lemma 4.28].

Lemma 3.25 (Lewis-Nystrom). Let Q@ C R™ be a bounded Lipschitz domain, o € 9 and
u: QN B, (x9) — R be a positive, p-harmonic function in QN B,.(xq) with u = 0 on QN B,(zq),
for0<r <rgandl <p<oo. Then there exists £ € S~ ! and constants c, A > 1 depending on
n,p, Lipschitz constant of ), such that we have,

A dist(z,00) = (Vule),&) = V@)l < A a6y

for all x € QN B, .(w0). Moreover, £ € S"=1 can be chosen independently of u.

The following is a technical lemma which would be required.
Lemma 3.26. Given a,b € R", we have the following:
(1) if <a, b> > 0 then we have 0 < fS"—l <a,w><w,b> dH" Hw) < wn<a, b>;

(2) if <a, b> < 0 then we have wn<a, b> < Jon-a <a,w><w,b> dH" H(w) < 0.

Proof. Tt follows from easily the fact that <a,w><w,b> = <(a ® b)w,w> forms the Rayleigh
quotient for any w € S*~! and a ® b is a rank one matrix with eigenvalues 0, ...,0, <a, b>. ([

Now, we show the limiting characterization in the following.

Proposition 3.27. Let © be a convex domain of class Ci containing the origin, u be the
solution of (3.21) for some g9 > 0 and p > 2. Let Q = {u >t} as in (3.6) be convex for every
0 <t <eg. Then, given T as in (3.20), there exists ¢ = c¢(n,p, g, y,diam(2)) > 0, where 7 is
modulus of convexity of ), such that we have

_ : U(HZ‘) Pl n—1
T((Q) = (:81_1:%1+ o, <dist(:c, 89)) dH" (). (3.28)

Proof. In the following, let us use the notation ~ to denote equality up to multiplication by a
constant ¢ = ¢(n, p,y,diam(€2)) > 0, equivalently being bounded from above and below by two
similar constants. Then, note that it is enough to prove

Z(Q) ~ / V-l = tim [ [V tan (3.29)
o0 s—=0% Joq,

indeed, for any = € 0€2, close enough to 02 with s > 0 is small enough, we invoke Lemma 3.25
to have A = A(n,p,~, diam(€2)) > 0 such that

A dist(x, 09Q)

< < A——m——
< Vu(@)] < dist(z, 99)’
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so that the limit (3.28) exists and follows from (3.29). The proof of (3.29) is in the following.
Let ug, be the solution of (3.22) for 0 < t < gy/2. Recalling (3.5) and (1) of Lemma 3.10,

note that we have
—Vu 1o e

{u=1}

d
= ( | Valvuo,p d:c> ,
{u>t}

where the last equality follows from the co-area formula. Integrating both sides of the above
from 0 to s, we get

) U = z, Vu) | Vuo [P 1dr — ., Vu) | VulP~! de. .
/Om{ > 1)) dt /{m}“”vﬂs' d / (a, V) [ VP~ d (3.30)

{u>0}

(th o th)|qut|p*1d’Hn71 - /{ }
u=t

We wish to replace |Vugq, [P~1 with |[Vu|[P~! in the first term of (3.30) modulo small error terms.
From Lemma 3.23, since %|t:0VUQt = Vi = Vu/ep, we have the following;

‘/ (2, V) (|Vuq, P~ — [Vul? ") de]
fu>e} c (3.31)
< C|[Vull 1= |V, — Valt < OV | Vu| e [VilB2) = ——r5 [ Vulf,
o
for some C' = C(n,diam(2)) > 0. Using (3.31) we can rewrite (3.30) as follows

/ 9‘({u>t})dt:/ (m,Vu>|Vu|p_1dac—/ (2, V) | VulP~ de + O(s1)
0 {u>s} {u>0}

= —/ (z, Vu)|Vul[P~t dz + O(sP7h).
{O0<u<s}
In other words, we have shown that
S
/ Z(Q)dt = — / (2, V) |VulP~Ldz + O(s 1), (3.32)
0 Q\Qs

The right hand side of (3.32) is to be estimated using p-harmonicity in Q \ Q. For small s > 0,
since 2\ Q5 C QN N, and the outer normal of 9(Q2\ Q) being —Vu/|Vu| for 002 and Vu/|Vu|
for €, the p-harmonicity of u implies that for any ¢ € C'(Q2 N N), we have

/ |VulP~3(Vu, Vé)dr = — / o|VulPLaH ™ + / S| VulP~tdH L. (3.33)
O\ a0 Qs

The right hand side of (3.32) can be generated from the left hand side of the above for a
choice of ¢ whose gradient equals z|Vu|. But it may not exist in general as 2|Vu| may not be a
conservative field. A choice of ¢ close to this can be obtained using the Helmholtz-decomposition
z|Vu| = V¢ + R where div(R) = 0. Hence, A¢ = div(z|Vu|) and by prescribing boundary
values, ¢ = u in (2 \ Q) the choice is unique. In other words, we choose ¢ as the solution of
Ag¢, = div(z|Vul), in Q\ Q;
s = 0, on 082; (3.34)
¢s = u, on 0§,

and Ry = z|Vu|— Vs is the divergence free component. If we have the Green’s kernel G4(x, 2”)
that solves the Dirichlet problem

{Ax/Gs(ﬂj,l‘/) =0(2' — x), in Q\ Q;

Gs(z,2') =0, on 9(Q\ Qy), (3:35)
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then, it is well-known that ¢ solving (3.34) has the following representation
¢s(z) = —/ div(2'|Vu(z)|)Gs(z, ') da’ —/ w(z)(VpGs(z, 2), ga, (2)) dH" (')
\Q, 9,
= —/ div(2|Vu(z)|)Gs(z, 2') dz’ — s/ (Vo Gy(z,2'), ga, (x)) dH" 1 ()
O\, 804
= —/ div(z'|Vu(z')|)Gs(x, 2") da’ — s,
O\Q,

where the second equality follows since 92; = {u = s} and the third equality is not hard
to see from —A,Gs(z,2’) = §(2' — z), as in (3.35). Although G(z,2’) has a singularity at
x = a/, integration by parts still can be done for the above, due to the decay rate of the Green’s
function. Precisely, with any € > 0 small enough, using standard integral by parts we have

—/ div(2'|Vu(z")|)Gs(x, 2") da’ :/ |Vu(x" (2, Vo Gs(x,2")) da’
(\Qs)\Be () (\Qs)\Be ()

[ V)Gl () ),
9B (z)
since G5 vanish on (€2 \ Q) as in (3.35). Now, it is well known that
Gs(z,2') =T(x,2") — s(x,2'), whenever z,2" € Q\Qy, x#2, (3.36)
where I'(z,2') = ®(|Jz — 2'|) corresponds to the singular kernel of the Newtonian potential with

® as the fundamental solution of the Laplacian, and s is a smooth function that solves the
Dirichlet problem A, )s(x,2’) =0 in Q\ Q5 and ¢s(z,2") = T'(z,2’) on (2 \ 25). Hence,

lim
e—0t

/ |Vu(z)|Gs(z, 2" ) (', v(z')) dH ()
OB ()

< lim ¢(n, s, Q)||Vu||L=|®()| H" (OB (z))
e—0t

f 2
= lim ¢(n,s,Q)||Vul|re~ c orn#2 0.
e—0+ elog(e) forn =2
Therefore, from all of the above, we have obtained
¢s(x) = lim \Vu(z") (2, Vo Gs(x, 2")) dz’ — s

e=0% J(Q\Q4)\Be ()

(3.37)
v, / V()| Vo Go(x, ) da’ — s.
@\0.)

The derivative of ¢s can be obtained first by differentiating inside the integral of its Green’s
representation above. We refer to [19, Lemma 4.1] for the differentiation of the Newtonian
potential and conclude

Oz, Ps(x) = — /Q\Q div(2'|Vu(z')|) 8x,Gs(x, 2") da’. (3.38)

But now, performing integral by parts on (3.38) similarly as above, would leave a residue since
the decay rate has altered with differentiation. Since 0,,I'(z,2’) = ——(wZ — ) /e — &'|" for
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all n > 1, hence we compute the residue as

lim |Vu(2")|0y, Gs(x, 2" ) (2, v(x)) d?-{"_l(x')
e=0" JoB. (z)

= lim \Vu(z')|0g, T (z, ') (&', v(z!)) dH™ L (2))
e—=0" JoB. (z)

1z —at
= li - 7 / / / n—1/,../
T ) )

1 .
=—— lim wzl Vu(z — ew)|[{z — ew, —w>6"_1 dH 1 (w)
Wy e—0t Jgn—1 en—

-t w;| Vu(z)|(x,w "W
- o L wlVu@iew) i),

Wn

from dominated convergence theorem. Therefore, carrying out integral by parts on (3.38)
similarly as the case of ¢¢ before and incorporating the above residue leads to

0..0u(a) =pv. [

V(o) (' V.00, Gl ) da' = V()] [ i) dH )
(Q\Qs) Wy, sn—1

1
N _p'v'/ IVu(a') (2", Vo Oy G, 27)) da’ — !Vu(x)’/ wi(z,w) dH" (W)
(Q\QS) i Wy, gn—1
} / [Vu(a) (2!, Vo (Da s (2, 2') + agha(, ') e’
(\ Q) i

where the latter equality holds due to 9;,I'(%,2") = =0, T'(z,2"). Now, let us recall (3.33) with
the choice of ¢ = ¢, so that we have

/ |VulP~2(Vu, Vs )dr = / u|VaulP~taH™ L. (3.39)
O\Q. 2,
Using the expression of 0;,¢s from above on (3.39), we obtain the following,

_ / pov. / V(@) P2 V()| (D2 Gy (2, 2V, Vula)) da’ da — J
@0 Joay

—1/ / \Vul”‘1<Vu,w><w,x>dH"—l(w)dx:s/
Wn Jo\Q, Jsn-1 90

where J is a double integral term containing 5. Now, note that Di,Gs(ac, -) is in general a
compactly supported distribution satisfying the following distributional identity,

82GS ( 82G8 ) B 52‘73' (5(1}/ B .Z‘)

— = p.V.| ————
Oz} 0 P Oz 0, n

(3.40)
\VuP~tdHm 1,

s

which we use to rewrite (3.40) as the following,

1

- / VulP~ !z, Vu) dz — L / / IVulP" Y Vu,w){w,z) dH" ! (w) dz
JOo\Qs Wn Jo\Q, Jsn—1

= s/ |VulPLdH™ ™ 4+ T + / |Vu|P—2 Z@miu Gs(z,2)0% (2| Vu(z")]) dz’ da:
0N O\Qs ig O\ g

= s/ VP~ dH™ ™ + T + / Vu|p_2<Vu,/ Gs(z, 2" )V, div(a!|Vu(z')]) dz') dx
0925 O\Qs O\
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Since |Gs(z,2")| < C(1+@(Jx —2'])), the last term is bounded despite the singularity of G5 and
it is of order O(s?), which can be seen from the following decomposition using coarea formula,

/ VulP~*(Vu, / Gs(z,2" )V div(a!|Vu(2')|) da’) da
O\,

wlP—2 (2 NVl n—1 1 i
//{ A <!Vu\//{u /) |Vu V div(a'|Vu(a')]) dH" ™ (2')) dH" " (z) dt’ dt

By a similar decomposition as above, it can be seen the double integral term .J is also of O(s?).
Therefore, using this on the above, we can conclude

1

—/ |VulP~ N, Vu) d:v—— / |Vu|P~ 1<Vu w){w,z) dH™™ Yw) da
nJo\Q, sn—1

N (3.41)

= s/ |VaulP~tdH™ ! 4 O(s?).
o0

Furthermore, since <x, —Vu> > 0, using Lemma 3.26 to estimate the second term of (3.41), we
can finally conclude

—/ \Vul|P~ (z, Vu) dr ~ s/ |VulP~tdH™ ™ + O(s?),
0\, 09,

as desired. Using the above in (3.32), we get
S
/ Z() dt ~ s/ VP dH 4 O(s?) + O(s7Y).
0 0
Therefore, we have obained
S
][ F(Qy) dt ~ / VulP L dH L+ O(s) + O(sP2).
0 Qs
Since p > 2, letting s — 0" on the above and using Lebesgue differentiation theorem, is enough
to establish (3.29), thereby concluding the proof. O
Remark 3.42. The proof of the above proposition is the only place where p > 2 is required. For

every other results in this paper p > 1 is enough.

3.2. Sub-solutions from supremal convolution. Given ug satisfying (3.1) for the convex
body Ky = {up > 0} and N being an open neighborhood of 0Ky = {uy = 0}, we can select &
small enough (depending on modulus of convexity of Kj), such that {ug > t} is convex for all
0 <t<eggand {ug =¢eo} C N. Therefore, we can take a reduction of N so that

ONNKy= {UQ = 50},
which we assume henceforth without loss of generality. Note that N is still a convex ring and
for any K € N;(Kj), since 9N N K = ON N Ky, (3.3) becomes
div (|[VugP=2Vug) =0, in K NN;
ug(xz) =0, Ve dKNN, (3.43)
ug () = &, VzedNNK.
The maximum principle for the p-Laplacian for (3.43) leads to ||uk||pxnn) = €0- The con-

vexity of the sub-level sets of ug’s for any K € N, (Kjp), is established in the following. The
proof is similar to that of [27, Theorem 1(i)] and is omitted.

Theorem 3.44. Let ug € C(K N N) be the solution of (3.43) for any K € Ny(Ko). Then,
the set {x € K : ug(x) >t} is convex for all 0 <t < gg.
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Now we are in a position to use Proposition 3.14. Given ug, as the solutions of (3.43) for
K = K, for i € {1,2} and any A € [0, 1], the supremal convolution of ug, and ug, is given by

uy(z) = yszlé%n [min{ug, (), uk,(2)}]. (3.45)
o=(1—N)y+Az
This is defined so that for any 0 < ¢ <¢eg and X € [0, 1], we have
{uy >t} = (1 — XN{ux, >t} + Muxk, > t}. (3.46)

Using the p-Laplacian expression in Proposition 3.14, we shall show that u} is a sub-solution.
We need the following technical lemma, we refer to [14, p. 472-473]) for the proof.

Lemma 3.47. Given any symmetric and positive definite matrices My, Ms € R™ @ R", vectors
21,29 € R™ and t1,tg € ]R, let M)\ = (1—)\)M1+)\M2, 2\ = (1—/\)21+)\22 and ty = (1—)\)t1+)\t2
for any A € [0,1]. Then we have the following:

(i) (My'zy,2) < (1-2X) <M1_1,21, z1) + A <M2_122, 22); (3.48)
(ii) B Te(MY) < (1= N8 Te(MyY) + M3 Te(My ). (3.49)
Using the above Lemma 3.47 and Proposition 3.14, we have the following.
Proposition 3.50. For any Ky, Ko € N (Kp) N C’_% and X € [0,1], let K = (1 = AN)K; + AK»
and u3 be as in (3.45). Then we have —Ayuy <0 in Ky N N.
Proof. For i € {1,2}, let h;(§,t) = hy,(&,t) as in (3.9) with u; = ug, and let us denote
M; = 2hi(&,1) + hi(&, )L, & = Ohi(€,t), 2z = VOhi(€,t).
Let h}(-,t) = huy>e with uf as in (3.45) so that from (3.46) and (2.6), we have
Rt = (1 — A)hi + M.
Hence, the convex combinations as in Lemma 3.47 are given by
My = V2hi(& 1) + BA(E 1)Lt = OB3(6,1),  2x = VARL(E 1),
for any A € [0, 1]. Also, recalling (3.8), let ©; = ©,, and ©} = ©,;. Then from (3.8) and (3.9),
Oyt =Vh = (1= A)Vhi +AVhy = (1 —A)0; L+ 20,71 (3.51)

Note that Ky NN = {u} > 0} from (3.46). Hence, for any x € K\ N N, if (§,t) = ©3(x), then
from (3.51), we have = = (1 — \)O; (&, 1) + AO2 1 (&, t) which implies

@;(ZL‘) = (f,t) e @1(%1) == @2($2), for some 1z € KiNN, 20 € KsNN.

Thus, we can use Proposition 3.14 uniformly at any (£,¢) € S"~! x [0,£0]. We have, Apu; = 0
in K1 NN and Apus = 0 in Ko N N from (3.43). Hence, using Proposition 3.14, at any
(&,t) € O3 (K\NN), we have

tFTe(M; Y + (p— 1)[(Miz1,21) — 97ha] =0, in K1 NN,
t2 Tr(M;l) + (p — 1)[(My2, 23) — 9?hy) =0, in Ky N N.
Using Proposition 3.14, Lemma 3.47 and (3.52) respectively, we obtain
[(—Oms (= Apu3) = B Te(M;Y) + (p— 1) [(My 20, 20) — 0215]
< (=N Te(M) + A5 Te(My )
+(p—1) [(1=N) (M 21, 21) + AN (M5 29, 29))]
—(p—1) [(1 = X) 0%h1 + A 0}Pho)
= (=N {Te(M) + (p—1) [(M 21, 21) — 071 }
FA{BTe(My ") + (p— 1) [(My 22, 20) — 97ha] } = 0.

(3.52)
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Recalling Lemma 3.10, —0;h} > 0 and the proof is finished. O
Given any function u defined on a convex ring, let us denote the following,
a(x) == sup [min{u(y),u(z)}]. (3.53)
y,2€R"
z€[y,2]

as in [27]. Then, u < @ follows directly. Moreover, it is not hard to show that the sub-level sets
{u >t} are convex for 0 <t < ||ul|p~ iff & < u and hence, & = u. This leads to the following,.

Corollary 3.54. For any K1, K € N-(Ko)NC% and X € [0,1], let Ky = (1—\) K1 +\K> and
u3 be as in (3.45). Then we have uy < ug, in KyNN.

Proof. From (3.3) and Proposition 3.50, —A,u} < 0 = —A,ug, in K. From the definition
(3.45) and boundary conditions of (3.3), since

. .
yealgrll}znem{wl(y),UK2(Z)} ,

we have u} = 0 = ug, in OKy. Also since IN NK = ON N K for any K € N;(Kjp), hence from
(3.3),(3.45), and (3.53), note that u} = g = uk, in ON N K. Hence, u} < ug, in KxyNN
follows from comparison principle (Theorem 2.25) and the proof is finished. O

Thus, from Corllary 3.54, for any K, K2 € N-(Ko) N C2%, we have
ug, > min{ug,,ug,}, forany Xe]l0,1]. (3.55)

3.3. Homogeneity and Hadamard’s formula. We fix any convex K € N;(Kj) and recall
some notions from subsection 2.3 of Section 2, fitted to this setting. It includes results previously
shown in [4] provided in Section 2 and their consequences in our present set up.

Letting N7(K) = {K +tK' : 0 < [t| <7}, K'= K +tK' for the convex K’ as in (3.2) and
ug (-, t) € WHP(K' N N) as the weak solution of the Dirichlet problem
div (|Vug i ()P 2Vug (-, 1)) =0, in KO N;
ug k' (z,t) =0, Ve oK' NN; (3.56)
uKyK/(x,t):u[)(li_H), V2 € ON N K*;

for any ¢t € (—7,7). We may also assume K, K’ € Ci without loss of generality, whenever
needed. Recall the functional I' : N7(K) — R as in (2.35), in this case given by

DU = [ e (@ac (). where djge(€) = Vs (Thac (€). O~ det(Thcs + T .

for which, as noted in subsection 2.3 of Section 2 (Lemma 2.37), it is shown previously that
d
(i) T(AK) = A" PHI(K), (i) T OF(K +tK')=(n—p+ 1)/ hyr diig, (3.57)
t= gn—1
for |t| < 7 and A € (1 — 7,1+ 7). Comparing (3.56) at ¢ = 0 with (3.1), note that from
uniqueness ug g7 (z,0) = up(z), and from (3.4) and (3.5), we have
ix = pr, and TI'(K)=.9(K). (3.58)
It is not so in general for ¢ # 0 and we require a different local variation of convex sets satisfying
(3.3) which yields the density of the measure (3.4) corresponding to them. Denoting N (K)
similarly as (3.2), for small enough 7 > 0, let us denote
K +tK'
T+t
We establish a relation between 7 (K;) and I'(K") which, from (3.57), we show that 7 (K3)
have the same local homogeneity and satisfy a similar Hadamard-type variational formula.

eN(K) for te(—7,71). (3.59)
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Lemma 3.60. Let u g/ (-,t) € CL(K' N N) be the solution of the Dirichlet problem (3.56) for
all Kt = K +tK' € N™(K) and ug, € CY(K; N N) be the solution of the Dirichlet problem
(3.3) for any K; € N+(K) as in (3.59). Then, for any y € K; N N, we have
(

ur, (y) = uk k(1 + )y, 1), vt <. (3.61)

Proof. Let us denote v(y) = ug i ((1+1)y,t) = ug g (x,t) with x = (1+t)y € K' NN for any
y € Ky N N. We show that

div (Vo |P2Vy,) =0, in K;NN;

ve(y) =0, VyedKi:NN; (3.62)
vi(y) = uo(y), V z e ON N K.

Indeed, note that from (3.56), —A,v; = 0 in K:NN, v(y) =0 for y € K; NN, and when 7 > 0
is small enough, IN N K! = 9N N K = ON N K, for all [t| < 7. Therefore, for any y € ON N K;
we have z = (1 +t)y € IN N K and from (3.56),

ve(y) = ur o (, 1) = uo(x/(1+ 1)) = uo(y).
Comparing (3.62) with (3.3) and using uniqueness, we conclude vy = ug, in Ky N N. O

Here onwards, we denote a smaller neighborhood NV (K) C N (K) NNT(K).

Corollary 3.63. Given 7 as in (3.5), I and conver sets K' and K; as above,
[(KY)

g(Kt):(l—l—t)m

(3.64)
holds whenever Ky, K € N(K).

Proof. From Lemma 3.60, note that Vug, (y)) = (1 +¢)Vug g/ ((1 + t)y,t) for any y € K, NN
and from homogeneity of support function, hg, () = hgt(-)/(1 +t). Using these and recalling
(3.4), we obtain

dﬂKz (5) - ’VUKt(Vth (5))‘1)_1 det(v2th (5) + th (f)ﬂ)d{

1 1
_ p—1 2 _ ~
= g VTR (€D etV (€) + P (€)1)aE = (e (€
which, together with (3.5) and the above, completes the proof. O

This leads to local homogeneity and a similar Hadamard-type variational formula for 7.

Proposition 3.65. Given N(K) C N (K)NNT(K) for 7 > 0 small enough, there exists
0 < 7’ < 7 such that we have the following:

(1) TOAK) = NP 7(K) forall A\ e (1—7/,1+7);
(2) for any K; = (K +tK')/(1+t) € N(K) with |t| < 7/, we have

d

Gl 7wy =0 —prn) [ e~ e (3.66)
t=0 Sn—1

Proof. Let A = (14 6t)/(1 +t) so that taking K’ = §K on (3.64) and using (3.57) and (3.58),

we obtain ( K) -
(14 dt)K 1+ 6t)" P _

M\K) = = N(K)=\""17(K
which proves the first part. To prove the next, by differentiating (3.64), we obtain
d 1 d (n—p+1)
—J(K)=—— —T(KH)y — ~— L
dt ( t) (1 + t)n—P+1 dt ( ) (1 + t)n—p+2

P(K"),
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which at ¢t = 0 together with (3.57) and (3.58), completes the proof. O

3.4. Proof of the Theorem. The proof of Brunn-Minkowski inequality shall follow as a con-
sequence of the limiting characterization in Proposition 3.27 and Corollary 3.54. To use (3.28)
of Proposition 3.27, we require comparison between the infima of distance to the boundaries
with respect to convex combinations. Such comparison can be established by looking into the
projected points on the boundaries where the infima are achieved.

To this end, we require some preparation. Given any K € N (Kj), let us denote
Q(K)={z € K : ug(x) > s} (3.67)
for any s > 0, where ug solves the Dirichlet problem (3.3) or (3.43). Thus Q(K) = K and
00(K) = {ux = s}. For any v € 0Q4(K),80,(k)(z) = —Vur(r)/|Vuk(x)| for all s > 0.

Convexity of Q4(K) for all 0 < s < g¢ from Theorem 3.44, implies that for any x € R"™ there
exists a unique projection pyx (x) € 0K such that

T — por ()

x — pox(x)| = dist(z,0K) and JSz) = . 3.68
o= poc (&) = dist(@,0K) and o, () = T—EUCL (3.69)

Therefore, from (2.8) and (3.68), note that,

<.’E, xr — p@K(x»
ho, (k) (8a.(r)(®)) = (z, 80, (k) (%)) = dGist(z,0K) (3.69)
Thus we obtain the following identity,
1 ha,

_ N9y(K) (gQS(K) (fﬁ))’ (3.70)

dist(z, 0K) (x,z — pak (x))
which shall be used together with Proposition 3.27, in the proof of Brunn-Minkowski inequality.

To estimate the denominator of the right hand side of (3.70), we require the following lemma,
which is a variant of standard projection inequalities.

Lemma 3.71. Given any z € R" and a tangent vector v € T,

vox () (OK), for a conver domain

K of class C', we have the following inequality,
(x — por(x),z) < (x — pox(x),z —v). (3.72)
Proof. Given a tangent vector v € T}, (;)(9K), let v : [0,0] — JK, for some small § > 0, be

any curve on 0K, such that v(0) = pax () and 7'(0) = v, (e.g. V(t) = exp,, , () (tv), the flow
exponential of 9K). Let f : [0,0] — R be given by

f(t) =z =@,
so that f/(t) = —2(x — y(t),~/(t)). Since f is a non-negative function that satisfies
£(0) = |z — pox (z)|* = dist(x, 0K)? = min f(t),

te(0,s]
from (3.68), therefore we must have f’(0) > 0. This implies
(& = porc(x),0) > 0,
and by adding (z — psx (), x) to both sides the proof is finished. O

In the following, we prove another technical lemma to establish the decay rate of (3.70) at
points in the boundary of sub-level sets (3.67).

Lemma 3.73. Given any K € N(Ky) and x € 0Q4(K) with Q4(K) as in (3.67), we have
1 S 1
dist(z, 0K) ~ s[|1/[Vuk|l| L~ oK)’
where s > 0 and ug 1is the solution of the Dirichlet problem (3.3).

(3.74)
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Proof. For any x € 0Q25(K), we have dist(z, 0Q5(K)) = 0. Therefore, recalling the definition of
Hausdorff distance (2.23) and it’s relation to support functions (2.24), note that

dist(z, 0K) < dy(092%(K), OK) = dy(QU(K), K) = [|ha, (k) — hi|[ oo sn-1)
= Hhu}{('a S) - huK('vo)HLOO(S"*l) < $||athu1<('70)||L°°(S”*1)a
is as in (3.9). Then (3.74) follows from (3) of Lemma 3.10 to finish the proof. O

(3.75)

where Ay,

Now we are ready to prove the Brunn-Minkowski inequality. We choose any K1, Ky € N(K)).
Recalling the definition (3.2) of N;(Kjp), there exists t1,t2 € (—7,7) such that
Ko+t K’ Ko+ to K’
0+71, and Ky = K, = Ko+t

(1+1t1) (1+t2)

For any A € [0, 1], let us denote the linear combination Ky = (1 — A\)K; + AKs. It is easy to see
that we have K € N(Kp) and from (3.76), the following holds,

Ko+ t\K' 1 1-XA A

Ky =Ky, = (3.76)

Ky=K;, = , where, = + . 3.77
A Ex (1—|—t>\) 141 14+ 1419 ( )
The following is an equivalent form of the Brunn-Minkowski inequality.
Theorem 3.78. For any convex K1, Ky € N(Ky) and any X € [0, 1] we have

where T is as in (3.5).

Proof. We can assume that the domains are C_% without loss of generality since (2.7) for general
domains can be shown using approximation (2.10) by C? domains.

Now, recalling (3.28) in Proposition 3.27, we have the following,

_ : UK(IL‘) - n—1 T
J(K)=c lim o) (dist(x, 3K)> dH" " (x), (3.80)

s—0t

where we can regard ¢ = ¢(n,p, o, diam(Kp)) > 0, where vy is modulus of convexity of K,
whenever K € N (Kj). Therefore, to prove the theorem, it is enough to show

—1 p—1
UKy (‘/L‘) P n—1 > : / UK; (aj) n—1
/ <dist(m, aKA)> A" (@) 2 min Gst(z, oKy ) TP @ o).
90 (K ) 00, (K;)
But from (3.67), since ux = s on 9Qs(K) for any K, therefore the above is equivalent to
n—1 n—1 1
/ i (@) o i / ™ (@) o) (3.81)

dist(z, 0K\)P~1 ~ ief1,2} dist(z, 0K;)p~1 ~ sp~1
00 (K ) 00 (K;)

Towards the proof of (3.81), first we recall that we have shown in Corrollary 3.54 that ug, > u3.
Recalling (3.45) and (3.46), it is equivalent to

{ur, = s} 2 {uy = s} = (1 = M{ux, = s} + Muk, > s}, (3.82)
for every s > 0. In other words, in terms of the sub-level sets (3.67), we have
QS(KA) D) (1 — )\)Qs(Kl) + )\QS(KQ). (3.83)

We shall prove (3.81) using the indentities of projections and the previous lemmas. To this end,
first we find the relation of points on the boundaries with respect to a common normal. Since
the domains are C*%, the map U5 ; : 99Q,(K)) — 09,(K;) given by
—1
f\,i = Ba,(K;) © B (Ky)>

is a diffeomorphism. Given any x € 0€(K)), let z; = U3 ;(x) € 9Q4(K;) so that we have
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por, (1)  Ppor,(x2)

\
O (Ka)!
OK1 0K

K3

FiGuRre 1

8o, (k) (T) = 8a, (k) (i) =: &,
for i € {1,2}, see Figure 1. As p > 1, using (3.70) followed by (3.83) and (2.6), we have

1 _ (hQSm(gQS(KA)(a:)))“ - [u — Vho, i) (€) + M, 410 (O]7
dist(z, 0K )P~ 1 (x,x — por, () - (x, x — par, ())

To continue, we use Lemma 3.71 to estimate the denominator of the above. For each i € {1,2},

we pick a tangent vector v; € Tj,, K5 (&) (OK\)NH ;r \» Where H Z+ ) is a half-space defined by

d;
HY\ = {v ER™: (v,&) > (z — dsz',Q},

where d; = dist(z;, 0K;), d\ = dist(z, 0K ). Hence, we have (x — v;, d)&) < (z4,d;€). Recalling
(3.68), we know that
T — pork,(x) _ ¢ — T POK; (z1)
d d; '
Therefore, we have (x — v;,x — pox, (z)) < (x4, i — pok,(xi)), which together with (3.72) of
Lemma 3.71, leads to

(3.84)

1 1 1
> . (3.85)

(z,r _pé)K)\(ZC» T (-, — DOK,, (z)) — (@i, zi — por, (i)

Using (3.85) and (3.70) to continue the above estimate, we obtain

1 1-Nh h p—1
i > [( ) Qs(Kl)(ng(Kl)(:El)) 1 QS(K2)(gQS(K2)(m2)) (3.86)
dist(x, 0K)P (z1,71 — poK, (71)) (T2, T2 — Por, (T2))
- — + A . > min 1
| dist(z1,0K;)  dist(z, 0K>) = ie{1,2) dist (g, OK;)P—1
To complete the proof, we integrate (3.86) to obtain the following,
n—1 1
/ AT @) S / A" (a)
dist(z, 0K )P~1 = ic{1,2} dist(03 ,(x), OK;)P~!
00 (Ky) 00 (K ) ,
| det(d W ;)|
=, S d (2! 3.87
ie(12) / dist(z/, OK;)P~1 M (@), (3.87)

00, (K;)
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Now, recall that Wq_ (k) = dga, (k) is the Weingarten map whose determinant equals Gaussian
curvature Ko, (i) (see Section 2). Therefore, we have

. _ _ Koo,k
det(d¥5 ;)" = det(dgg,! k., ) © d8o, (k) = detWVg ! ,)) detWo, (k) = /Casz((K))'
s A

Now, recalling (2.22), we know that the Gaussian curvature decreases with Minkowski addition,
hence Kgr, < Kok,. From (3.75), we have dy(Qs(K), K) — 07 and it is a standard result of
Hausdorff convergence of C_% domains that Koo, (k) = Kor, 1/Kaq,x) — 1/Kox pointwise
H Lae. as s — 0T, see Weil [35, 36]. Therefore, we have

K _ _
_ Kooy _ Kox, o(1) >1+0(1), H"'—ae. (3.88)
Koo,y Kok,

Using (3.88) on (3.87) together with (3.74) of Lemma 3.73, we finally obtain
n—1 n—1¢,../ 1
/ dH"(x) min / dH" () o(1)

> .
dist(z, OK)\)P~1 ~ ie{1,2} dist(2/, 0K;)P~1 * sp~1
00s(K ) 00 (K5)

det(cl\I!i?i)*1

Thus we have established (3.81) as desired and the proof is complete. O

The proof of the classical Brunn-Minkowski inequality (2.7) follows from Theorem 3.78 in a
standard way as described by Gardner [18], which we provide below for completeness.

Proof of Theorem 1.5. Given K1, Ky € N(Kj), we take the dilates K| = 01 K7 and K} = 62 K>
such that 01,02 € (1 —7/,1+ 7') for 7/ > 0 small enough ensuring K}, K} € N(Kp). Hence,
from local homogenity of Proposition 3.65, we have .7 (K]) = 61-"7p+19(K¢) for each i € {1, 2}.
Now, let

= min (Z(K]), 7Y} and v= %
m = min D, 9 n V_s/61+t/62’

for any s,t > 0. Hence, using (3.79) of Theorem 3.78, we get

5/01) K] + (t/ég)K§> _ <5K1 +th>
8/51—|—t/52 8/51 —|—t/52
Now given any A € [0,1], we choose s =1 — X and ¢t = X so that when 7/ > 0 is small enough,

we have 1/[(1 — X)/d1 + N/d2] € (1 —7/,1 4 7'). This allows us to use the local homogenity of
Proposition 3.65 on (3.89) again to conclude

m< 7((1- VK] +vK}) = 7 (< (3.89)

1 _ A )\ n—p+1
m < =+ 5) < 7((1 = MK + \K>) (3.90)
1 2

Now, for p < n + 1 and the neighborhood N(Kj) being chosen small enough, the choice of
5 = (Q(KO)/Q(Ki))l/(n_pH), for each i € {1,2},

is admissible for K1, Ky € N(Kp). In this case, 7 (K]) = T (Kp) for each i € {1,2}, hence
m = 7 (Kp) and it is easy to see that the inequality (1.7) is obtained from (3.90). O
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