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ON THE FRAMEWORK OF L, SUMMATIONS FOR FUNCTIONS

MICHAEL ROYSDON AND SUDAN XING

ABSTRACT. We develop the framework of L, operations for functions by introducing two
primary new types L, ; summations for p > 0: the L, ; convolution sum and the L, s Asplund
sum for functions. The first type is defined as the linear summations of functions in terms of
the L, coeflicients (Cp a1, Dp x.¢), the so-called the L,, s supremal-convolution when p > 1 and
the L, s inf-sup-convolution when 0 < p < 1, respectively. The second type L, s summation is
created by the L,, averages of bases for s-concave functions. We show that they are equivalent
in the case s = 0 (log-concave functions) and p > 1. For the former type L, s summation,
we establish the corresponding L,-Borell-Brascamp-Lieb inequalities for all s € [—o0, 0]
and p > 1. Furthermore, in summarizing the conditions for these new types of L,-Borell-
Brascamp-Lieb inequalities, we define a series of the L, ; concavity definitions for functions
and measures. On the other hand, for the latter type L, s Asplund summation, we discover
the integral formula for L, ; mixed quermassintegral for functions via tackling the variation
formula of quermassintegral of functions for p > 1.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Following the seminal books and surveys of Gardner [30,[31], Artstein-Avidan, Giannopou-
los, and Milman [5], and conventions of Schneider [57], the Brunn-Minkowski theory of convex
bodies and functions will be given firstly as the geometric background.

1.1. Background for convex bodies. We will focus on the n-dimensional Euclidean space
R™, together with the origin “0” and the usual Euclidean norm ||z|| = \/(x,z) where (-, )
denotes for the standard inner product for vectors in R™. The unit ball Bf whose volume is
w, with boundary the unit sphere S"~! = 9B%. A subset K of R" is said to be a convex body
if it is a compact, convex set with non-empty interior (containing the origin o), and the set of
all convex bodies in R™ will be denoted as K7 endowed with the Lebesgue measure (volume)
vol,(+), and K, denotes those containing the origin in their interiors.

To each K € K}, we associate three correspondingly uniquely determined functions: the
convex indicator functions Ik, characteristic function yx and the support function hgx. The
convex indicator function /i and characteristic function y g associated to K € K7 are defined,

respectively, by

Ie(z) = 0, if x € K, and y(z) = 1, ifzeK,
KW= foo, ifzg k. O T 0 e e K

The support function of K € K7}, hg: "' — R is defined as hg (u) = sup,cx (u, y).
In [29] Firey introduced the following generalization of the Minkowski combination of convex

bodies: for K, L € IC?O), p>landa,B>0,a, K +,5-, L, the L, Minkowski sum is defined

as the convex body whose support function is ha.,x,8.,0(0) = (oth(u)ijﬁhL(u)p)% =
1

(hei/oi ()P + hgiypr (w)P)? . Additionally, Firey established the so-called L,-Brunn-Minkowski

inequality for convex bodies when p > 1: given K, L € Kf;y and o, 8 > 0, vol(a-p K+, 5+

L)n > avol,(K)n + Bvol,(L)». The operations +, and -, were generalized in [4I] by Lutwak,
Yang and Zhang to the setting of non-convex sets (measurable sets) in R™; i.e., for any «, 5 > 0
and any measurable subsets A, B C R",

a-pA+pﬁ-pB:{a%(1—A)%x+ﬁ%A%y:xeA,yeB,ogAg}

(1) - (a%u—A)%Am%A%B),

0<A<1
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where % + % = 1. Moreover, they also showed that this definition of the L, combination agrees
with the original one defined by Firey for A, B € K. Moreover, Lutwak in [39,40] developed
a deep study of the L,-Brunn-Minkowski theory which parallels and generalizes the traditional
Brunn-Minkowski theory in essence. In particular, for a convex body K € IC?O), the Kubota’s

integral formula expresses the quermassintegral W;(K) for j € {0,1,--- ,n — 1} as
W, (K) = e, / volu_y (K| H)dvmn_;(H).
Gn,nfj
Here ¢, ; = -“»~, K|H is the projections of K on the (n — j)-dimensional hyperplane H

belonging to thej Grassmannian manifold G, ,_;—the (n — j)-dimensional subspaces of R"
equipped with the Haar probability measure v, ,,—;. In [39], the mized p-quermassintegrals of
two convex bodies K, L € IC?O) is defined naturally as the variation formula of W; with respect
to the L, Minkowski sum for convex bodies, i.e.,

P d

n_j'd_gwj(K+p5'pL)

- /Sn1 ha () hic () ~PdS; (K w),

e=0 n—yj

(2) Wy,(K. L) =

where S;(K,-) is the j-th surface area measure for K defined on S"7'. If j = 0, it recovers
the classical L, mixed volume for convex bodies, and Syo(K,-) = S(K,-) is the surface area
measure on S™L.

The Brunn-Minkowski theory has parallel “liftings” to the theory of functions through the
convex indicator function I : R™ — R, U {400}, characteristic function xx(x) associated to
K € KT, and many others, see references [1,131,/41 16,9, T9H2T],24.[55] and measures [2,[12,[32][35],
37,138,142, [43],45.,/47,149], etc.

One similar parallel definition for “Minkowski summation” of convex bodies for functions—
supremal-convolution is defined as follows. For more information please see references for
example [5[14]16]21].

1.2. Supremal-convolution for functions. To begin with, given s € [—o0, 00|, a,b > 0,
the s-mean of a and b with respect to nonnegative coefficients «, 5 > 0 is denoted as

(va® + Bbs)% , if s £ 0, +o00,

M(a’ﬁ) (a b) . ao‘bﬁ, lf S = O,
° 7 max{a, b}, if s = +o0,
min{a, b} if s = —o0,

whenever ab > 0, and MeP )(a, b) = 0 otherwise. A measure p on R" is s-concave if, for any
Borel sets A, B C R" and any ¢ € [0, 1], one has that u((1—t)A+tB) > M ((A), W(B));
and a measure p on R" is log-concave (when s = 0) if, for any Borel sets A, B C R" and any
t € [0,1], one has log(u((1 —t)A+tB)) > (1 — t)log(u(A)) + tlog(u(B)), or equivalently,
p((1=t)A+1tB) > u(A)'~'u(B)".

A function f: R"™ — R, is s-concave if, for all z,y € R™ and any ¢ € [0, 1], one has that
F(L =z +ty) > MY (f(2), f(y)). The case when s = 0 and s = —oo are referred to
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as log-concave and quasi-concave functions, respectively. Note that quasi-concavity of f is
equivalent to the condition that the super-level sets Cy(r) := {x € R™: f(z) > r} are convex
for any constant r > 0. Moreover, any s-concave function with its maximum at the origin is
radially decreasing.

An important inequality of the Brunn-Minkowski type for functions which links s-concave
measures (with s-concave density functions) is the Borell-Brascamp-Lieb inequality (see [14,
16,36,47,52]). Let t € [0,1] and s € [—1/n,00]. Given a triple of measurable functions
h, f,g: R* — R, satisfying the condition

(3) W((1=t)z +ty) > MDD (f(2), g(y))
for any x,y € R", there is

(4) / )z > MDD ( 5 flz)dz, / ) g(:v)d:v) .

1+4+ns

The case when s = 0 is referred to as the Prékopa-Leindler inequality and was proven firstly
by Leindler in [36] and Prékopa in [47]. The minimal function satisfying the condition (3
of Borell-Brascamp-Lieb inequality is the supremal-convolution of the functions f and g (or
s-supremal-convolution); that is, the function m;  : R® — R, defined by

mes(z) = sup  MUTID(f(2), g(y)).

z=(1—t)x+ty

The introduction of the supremal-convolution of functions leads to the following notions of
addition and scalar multiplication of functions: given s € [—00, 00|, f,g: R" — Ry

(f(z)* +g(y)?)s, if s #0,=+o0,

D ey ) @), if s =0,
(f D5 g)( ) z:mgy max{f(x), g(y)}’ if s = +00,

min{f(z),g(y)}, if s =—o0,

w =

and for a > 0,

1

aéf(g), if s #£ 0, +o00,
(axs f)(z)=q fl@)*,  ifs=0,
f(x), if s = +oo0.

The s-concavity is closed under the supremal-convolution operation; i.,e, f ®, g and a X, f
defined above are s-concave whenever f and g are as well (see [13, Proposition 2.1]). In
addition, for any non-empty sets A, B C R" and «, § > 0, we have that (axsxa)®s(BXsxB) =
Xaa+pp Whenever o + § = 1. Denote the total mass of f as I(f) = [;. f(x)dz. Then based
on this supremal-convolution definition, the Borell-Brascamp-Lieb inequality (4]) asserts that
for any s > —1/n,

(5) I(((1= 1) s f) @ (t x4 9) = MIZ(I(f), 1(9)).

1+ns




ON THE FRAMEWORK OF L, SUMMATIONS FOR FUNCTIONS 5

In [56], the authors established the L,-Borell-Brascamp-Lieb inequality based on the geo-
metric extension of L, Minkowski sum with respect to measurable sets in R™ () using L,
coefficients of Lutwak, Yang, and Zhang in [41]; that is, let p > 1, 1/p+1/g =1, s > 0 and
fyg,h: R" — R, be a triple of bounded integrable functions. For simplicity, we denote the
L, coefficients for A € [0,1] and ¢ € [0, 1] as

1 1 1.1
Cort:=(1—10)p(1—=N)a, Dpys :=1trAa
in later context. Suppose, in addition, that this triple satisfies the L,-Borell-Brascamp-Lieb
inequality condition
1
(6) h(Cypri + Dprey) = [Coaef(2)* + Dprig(y)’]s

for every x € supp(f), y € supp(g) and every A € [0, 1]. Then the following integral inequality
holds:

T+
Naturally, the authors in [56] gave the definition of L, s supremal-convolution of f : R" — R,
and g : R" - R, for s > 0and p > 1, ie.,

1(h) = MG (1(F). 1(9)).

((1-A)% ,A%)
(7) [f ®p.s gl(2) == sup sup M; (f(x),9(y))
0sAsl z:(l—)\)%w-l-)\%y

= sup (I(1 -7 %, fl @, [\ %, 0)(2))

0<A<1

where 1/p+1/q¢ = 1. And given any scalar o > 0, the scalar multiplication x,, ; satisfies
Y x

(8) (@ s f)l@) = a7f (7).

Therefore the L,-Borell-Brascamp-Lieb inequality concludes that for any s > 0,

I(((1 =) Xps f) Bpys (t Xps 9)) = M%’t)(f(fﬂ(g)),

which is a L, generalization of formula (5l).

Another type of summations—Asplund summation (or L; Asplund summation) for func-
tions using infimal convolution (O) for base functions, and its L, extensions for log-concave
functions [2853[54] with L, averages for base functions is defined as follows. In the following,
we list some basics of Asplund summation for functions first.

1.3. Asplund summation of s-concave function. Consider the following class of bounded
s-concave functions:

Fs(R") = {f: R" = Ry, [ is s-concave,us.c, f € L'(R"), f(0) = || f[l« > 0},

where u.s.c. stands for upper semi-continuous. The class Fy(R"), is the class of all such
log-concave functions, and F_.(R") is the class of all such quasi-concave functions.

To begin with, we will introduce reasonable base classes of convex functions (see [7,[8]
21,50, 51] for example). Denote the set of proper (non-empty domain) convex functions



6 MICHAEL ROYSDON AND SUDAN XING

u: R" — RU {400} that are lower semi-continuous by Cvx(R™). The infimal convolution of
u,v € Cvx(R™) is the convex function defined by

(9) (ullv)(z) = inf {u(z —y) +v(y)},

which should be viewed as an addition on the class Cvx(R™). Moreover, the scalar multipli-
cation satisfies

(a x u)(x) = au(z/a).

To understand the infimal convolution geometrically, we can see that the function ulJv whose
epigraph is the Minkowski sum of the epigraphs of u and v [21H23]:

(10) epi(uldv) = epi(u) + epi(v),

where epi(u) = {(z,y) € R" x R: y > u(z)} and “+ " denotes the Minkowski sum in R".
The classical Legendre transformation u*: Cvx(R") — Cvx(R") is given by

u'(r) = ;3@[(% y) —u(y)]-

It is easy to check that (Ix)* = hg for K € K?. For an extensive list of the properties of
the Legendre transformation please see [21,22,[48]50,[51] for reference. A crucial connection
between the infimal convolution and Legendre transformation on the class Cvx(R") is

(11) ((a x w)O(B xv)) = (au™ + fv*)*

for a, 8 > 0.

Alternatively, the class of super-coercive geometric convex functions (originally considered
in [§] where a second duality transformation was discovered and classified) is defined as

Cs(R") = {u € Cvx(R") : u(o) = O,:}l_)rgom = +oo} C Cvx(R").

Denote Cs(R™)* = {u: R" — Ry, u is convex, proper, u(o) = 0}, where the class Cs(R™)* can
be thought of as the dual space of Cs(R") via the Legendre transform.

In [53] Rotem established a connection between members of F (R") and C(R") for any
s € [—00,00]. Given f € Fs(R"™), the base function for f is defined as [53] Definition 8],
us : Fs(R") = C5(R™) such that

1
flx) = (1 —sup(2))y,
where ay; = max{a,0}. When s = 0, f(z) = e”%@. In particular, for f = xj for some
K € /CZ‘O), us = Ig. In [53] the following operations-Asplund summation xs and - for s-
concave functions were considered: given f, g € F,(R") and o > 0,

Ung(@) = (T () and  ua (@) = auy ().
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In particular, [53 Proposition 10] asserts that, for any ¢ € [0,1] and f,g € Fs(R"™), the
supremal-convolution coincides with the Asplund summation with coefficients ((1—t),t); that
is

(12) (1= 0) s )kt )] = [ = su@-napmnten]” = (1= 1) % f) @4 (t %, g)];

or equivalently, using equality (III), the above equality can be more explicitly stated as

(L= 1) X0 1) @s (t %0 9)] = [1 = 5((1 = tyuj + t0)] 7

For u € Cs(R™), consider the integral operator Js: Cs(R™) — R, defined by

To(u) = / 1 su(@)]] dz.

+ ol

Then the Borell-Brascamp-Lieb inequality implies that, for any s > —1/n and u,v € Cs(R™),
one has that

J([(1 = 1) x w)D(t x v)]) = MDD (I (u), Jy(0)).

1+ns

In [28] and [54], the authors proposed the L, summations in terms of the base functions
for s = 0 (log-concave functions), and the solutions to the corresponding Minkowski type
problems for p > 1 and 0 < p < 1 are also proposed and solved, respectively. Based on these
two types of summations for functions above, i.e., the L, supremal-convolution for p > 1,
s > 0 and Asplund summation for s-concave functions including log-concave case, we consider
more complicated cases of summations for s-concave functions for various cases for p and s.

1.4. Main results. Our paper mainly focus on L, functional theory which naturally extend-
ing L, Brunn-Minkowski theory for convex bodies (measurable sets [41]) in the geometric
setting. These include two types of L, additions for functions, the L,-Borell-Brascamp-Lieb
type inequalities, and the L, ; concavity for functions and measures, and the corresponding
variation formula in terms of the new defined L, Asplund summation (perturbation) for s-
concave functions, etc. Particularly, Section 2focuses on detailed definitions of the L, sum for
functions, such as for s-concave functions for p > 1 and 0 < p < 1, respectively. In summary,
we introduce the following new definitions

(1) p>1and s € [—00, 0], the L, s sup-convolution,

(2) 0 <p<1lands € [—o0,00], the L, inf-sup-convolution,

(3) p>1and s € (—o0,00), L, s Asplund summation for s-concave functions,

(4) 0<p<1lands e (—o0,00), L, Asplund summation for s-concave functions.

More in detail, we extend the L, sup-convolution from s € [0,00] to s € [—o0, 0] in ()
and (&), and analyze the corresponding properties for p > 1. Based on the definition of L,
Minkowski sum for convex bodies for 0 < p < 1 using Wulff shapes (or Aleksandrov bodies),
we give a functional version for the summation—L, ; inf-sup-convolution accordingly. Let
0<p<l1,1/p+1/¢g=1and s € [—oo,o0]|. Given Borel measurable functions f,g: R* — R,
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o € int(supp(f)), o € int(supp(g)) and o, f > 0, we define the L, ; inf-sup-convolution of f
and g based on ([I]) (replace “sup” to “inf”) as

(t-whad) /| 1
@ Xps f Bps B 300 91(2) = inf swp M, (a7 £(@). 8%9(y))
0<A<1 1 1 11
z=aP (1-N)9z+pP Ay

Elementary properties are also provided by a detailed analysis for this new sum in Proposi-
tion 2.9

Moreover, following the method of L, Asplund summation for log-concave functions when
p>1[28 and 0 < p < 1 [54], we introduce the L,, Asplund summation for s-concave
functions using L, addition for base functions. Let p > 0. Given «, 8 > 0 and u,v € C4(R"),
the L, additions of u,v (base functions), a generalization of (LI, is

(B3, w) B, (B89, v)](2) := {(a(u"(2))” + Bv*(2))?) 7}
and the L, s Asplund summation for functions in F5(R"™) is defined as follows. (i) For p > 1,

s € (—o00,00), given f,g € Fs(R"), we define the L, Asplund summation with weights
a, >0 as

(@ ps f)Hps (Bpsg) i= (1 - 3[(a X, us) B, (8 X, Ug)})j_
(ii) For 0 <p <1, s € (—o0,00), given f,g € Fs(R™) with hy, hy > 0, we define the L, ,
Asplund summation a -y s f %5 5 s g With weights a, 8 > 0 as

ps frpsBpsgi=A [(ahfv + 5h§)l/p} s

where hy is the support function of f and A[-]; denotes the s-Aleksandrov function. See
detailed definitions of hy and A[-|s for explanation in Section [2

Inspired by (I2) we verify that when p > 1 and s = 0, the L, ; supremal-convolution agrees
with the L, Asplund summation through base functions. However, for s # 0, these two
summations differs with each other as the relation only works for inequalities.

For these two types of L, summations for functions, it is much difficult to obtain the
variation formula for L, 5 sup-convolution for p > 1 and L,  inf-sup-convolution for 0 < p < 1
with delicate L, coefficients. Instead, we focus on the corresponding L,-Borell-Brascamp-Lieb
type inequalities in different circumstances in Section Bl Specially, we study new L,-Borell-
Brascamp-Lieb type inequalities for functions extending works in [13] to the L, versions and
generalizing the result in [56] from s > 0 to s € [—00, o0] in different methods. In detail, our
main goals are to solve

(1) General L,-Borell-Brascamp-Lieb inequality in terms of Q-total mass.
(2) Proof of L,-Borell-Brascamp-Lieb inequality using mass transportation.
(3) Proof of L,-Borell-Brascamp-Lieb inequality using classical Borell-Brascamp-Lieb in-
equality.
Our first main result generalizes a theorem of Bobokov, Colesanti and Fragalad [13, Theo-
rem 4.2] and we obtain the following theorem.
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Theorem 1.1. Let Q : B — R, be a-concave. Let p,q € [1,00] be such that 1/p+1/q = 1.
Let o € [—1,400] and v € [—a, 00). Suppose that h, f,g: R" — R are a triple of integrable
Borel measurable (respectively, quasi-concave functions) that satisfy the condition

(13) B (Cyps + Dyrsy) = (Conif(2)* + Dyrrg(y)®)*

for every x € supp(f), y € supp(g), and A € (0,1) whenever f(x)g(y) > 0. Then the following
inequality holds:

o > (-8 + 0] 5= 20

Please see definitions for % and € in Subsection B for details. Moreover, our results
extend the L,-Borell-Brascamp-Lieb inequality originally appearing in [56] for the case s > 0
and Borell-Brascamp-Lieb inequality for s < —1/n in [26] stated as:

Theorem 1.2. Let p > 1, —oco < s < oo, and t € (0,1). Let f,g,h: R" — R, be a triple of
bounded integrable functions. Suppose, in addition, that this triple satisfies the condition

1
h(Cprx 4+ Dprey) > [Coaef(2)® 4+ Dprig(y)’]*
for every x € supp(f), y € supp(g) and every A € [0,1]. Then the following integral inequality

holds:
1y > { MO0 9), ifs> 1
= L min{[Coad” 100), [Dpad* 1(9)) s if s < =1,
for 0 <A <1, where y1 =py and v = .

Based on conditions these L,-Borell-Brascamp-Lieb type inequalities, Section M focuses on
new definitions of L,, ; concavity for functions and measures. One typical example with respect
to measure we list here is

Definition 1.3. Letp > 1, 1/p+1/q=1,t € [0,1], and s € [—00, +00]. We say that a non-
negative measure (1 on R™ is Ly, ;-concave if, for any pair of Borel measurable sets A, B C R",
one has

1 (Cyr A+ Dy B) > M+ Pp29 (4(A), u(B))

for every A € [0,1] and t € [0, 1]. Similarly, if s = —oo, the measure i is said to be L, s-quasi-
concave, and if s = 0, the measure p s said to be L, s-log-concave.

On the other hand, it is more reasonable to research on the variation formula for L,
Asplund summation using base functions with linear coefficients. Therefore Section [B] concen-
trates on the definition of L, ; mixed quermassintegral of functions equivalent to the derivative
of quermassintegral for functions which is similar to the theory of convex bodies by Lutwak
in [39]. The main works we finish are proposing and proving:

(1) Projection for functions and corresponding properties related to L, summations;
(2) Integral representation for L, ; mixed quermassintegral for functions.
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By the definition of projection of functions and analyzing the properties of the projections
for functions with respect to L, s convolutions in Subsection [5.Iland L, ; Asplund summation
Subsection in certain circumstances, we provide the definition of quermassintegral for
functions as well as the variation formula—the L, ; mixed quermassintegral for functions in
Fs(R™) in Subsection 5.3l That is, for j € {0,--- ,n—1}, the j-th quermassintegral of function
f, is defined as

W](f) = Cn,j / /PHf(SL’)dSL’ an,n—j(H>
Gnn-j H

and the L, ; mixed quermassintegral for s-concave functions f, g € Fs(R™) has the definition

of
C Wilf*ps€psq) — W,
W;j(f,g) = }:I_I)I(l) ](f s p€7 g) ](.f)

Through the process of finding the variation formula for the general (2-jth-quermassintegral
in terms of the base functions u H, ; ¢ X, ; v, and thus the €2-L, ; mixed quermassintegral of
u,v € Cs(R™), W? ,(u,v), where u, v denote the base functions for f and g correspondingly, we
obtain the integral representation formula with respect to the L, ; mixed quermassintegral for

f,g € Fs(R™). That is, p>1,5€{0,...,n—1}, and s € (—00,0), let f = (1 — su)fr/s,g =
(1-— sv)i/s such that u,v € C4(R") and u € C*T(R"), and ¢ € C>°(R") with ¢ = v*. Then
the L, s mixed quermassintegral for f,g € F(R") has the following integral representation:

1 / (1 — sun(@)]: bu(Vun(z))?

n—j ]17

W, i(f.9) = e (Vuy () Pde
For s = 0, the above becomes

dzx.

1 e @ (Vug ()P (Vug(x)) 7P

W)= L [ T V)
n—=7j Jen [l]}?

(Please see definitions for W? ., uy and ¢y in Subsection .3l for detailed information.) When

j =0 and s = 0, it recovers the integral interpretation of variation formulas in [28] and [54],

for p > 1 and 0 < p < 1, respectively.

2. FUNCTIONAL L, OPERATIONS FOR p > 0

In this section, we will first extend the original definitions for L, ; supremal-convolution
for functions in [56] for s > 0 to all s € [—o0,00] and p > 1. For 0 < p < 1, we propose a
brand new definition of L, ; summation for functions—the L, ; inf-sup-convolution in Subsec-
tion 2.1l We verify that these L, ; convolutions satisfy elegant properties by L, coefficients
(Cpats Dpat). In Subsection 2.2 we introduce the L, ; Asplund summation through the base
functions for s-concave functions inspired by the case of log-concave functions [28,53,[54] for
p>1and 0 < p < 1, respectively. Furthermore in Subsection 2.3, we compare definitions
proposed in Subsections 2] and 22 and prove that for log-concave functions (s = 0), these
two summations for p > 1 are equivalent to each other.
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2.1. General L, ; supremal-convolution for p > 0. The focus on this section is to highlight
functional operations of addition and scalar multiplication which generalize the supremal-
convolution @, and X, to the L, s setting and returns to the L, Minkowski combination for
convex bodies in the geometric setting for well selected functions originally discovered in [56].

(i) General L, supremal-convolution for p > 1. Firstly, we extend the range of
s € [0, 00] in [56] to more general setting s € [—o0, 0o] without changing the original formulas
for p > 1; that is:

Definition 2.1. Let p > 1, %+% =1, and s € [—o0,0|. Let f,g: R" — R, be measurable
functions. We define the L, s supremal-convolution of f and g by

M((1—A)clz ,A%)

[f @p,s 9](2) = Sup sup M, (f(2),9(y))
-= z=(1-N)9z4+A7y
(14) = sup ([(1 =07, fl @ W xel(2).

Moreover, a scalar multiplication is defined by for o > 0,

(15) (s D)= sup [(av7e 1) @] =atf (S55)

1
T€[0,1 (0% /p

where we set explicitly
(0 %p.s F)(2) = Xq03(2)-

More generally, for o, > 0, the L, s supremal-convolution of the functions f and g with
respect to a and [ is denoted as

[ X s f] Dpos [B Xp.s gl-

Heuristically, [a X, s f]®,.s[8 Xp.s g] should be understood as evaluating averages of functions
over the L, Minkowski combination of the supports of f and g, that is, over the set « -,
supp(f) +, 5 -p supp(g) in (). We illustrate the following example on how the functional
operations X, , ®, s naturally extend -, +, in the geometric background for p > 1.

Example 2.2. Suppose that p > 1, s € [—00,00| and t € (0,1). Let 1/p+1/q =1, and let
f =xa and g = xp be characteristic functions of Borel sets A, B C R", respectively, and set

hp,t,s = ((1 - t) Xp,s f) @p@ (t Xp,s g)'
Then hp,t,s = X(1—t)-pAtpt-pB-

As the above example shows, there’s a natural embedding on the class of Borel measurable
sets equipped with the operations -, 4, in ([IJ) into the family of measurable functions equipped
with the operations X, s, @, in (I4)) and (I3]), respectively for p > 1.

It was shown in [56] that [(1 —t) X, f] ®ps [t Xps 9] € Fs(R™) whenever f, g € Fs(R"™) for
s € [—o0, 00]. Except for these properties, the next proposition concerns some key properties
of the operations X, ; and @, .
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Proposition 2.3. Let f,g,h: R® — R, be arbitrary, not identically zero, functions defined
on R", let s € [—o0,00|, p > 1, and o, 3,7 > 0. Then the following hold:

(a) Homogeneity:

(a0 Xps [) Ops (B Xps 9) = (0 + B) Xps [(ai—l—ﬁ Xp,s f) Dp,s ( ) Xp,s g)}

a+p
for s # +oo.
(b) Measurability: (o Xps f) ®ps (B Xps g) is measurable whenever both f and g are Borel
measurable.

(¢) Commutativity: (a Xps f) Bps (B Xps ) = (8 Xps g) Bps (@ Xps f).
Remark 2.4. Here by definitions of ©, s and X, s, we can show that

(@ Xps ) Bps (B Xps 9)] Bps (v Xps h) # (a0 Xps f) Opos [(B Xp.s 9) Bps (7 Xps )]

by the definition of L, s supremal-convolution while when p = 1 the equality holds in [13].
The core difference is the complex coefficients in L, case (Cp i, Dpri) leading to delicate
computation for p > 1.

Proof of Proposition[2.3. We give a detailed proof of (a)-(b) following similar steps of the case
p=1in [I3] and (c) is omitted for simiplicity. For (a), we assume that s € R\ {0} (the other
cases follow by continuity), p > 1 and 1/p+ 1/q = 1. Observe, when z = —=—+, we have

(a+B)P
a 5

(a‘l‘ﬁ) Xp,s [(Oﬁ—w Xp,s f) Dp,s <m Xp,s g)}

_ (e B

s [ (1) e ()

PN (o5)?

= (a+B)% sup sup Ms((aw M) (f(x),9(y))

(z

)
(2)
%5)

1 1
P = (am) 0 e () Pk
(a%(l_)\)%ﬁ%)\%)
= sup sup M (f(z),9(v))

<A<1 1 1 .
0=A< z=aP (1-N\)9z+BP Ay

= [(@ Xps ) Bps (B x5 9)](2),

as desired.
For (b), suppose that f, g are Borel measurable functions. Let a > 0 and set

h(z) := [(a Xps ) @p.s (B Xp.s 9)](2)-
We need to show that the level set {x € R": h(x) < a} is measurable for any fixed constant
a > 0. Observe that by (I4)) and (I3]),

{zeR": h(z) <a} = {z€R":[(aXps[f)DBps (B xps 9)(2) <a}
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= {z e R": sup [a%(l —)\)% Xs f Ds 5%)\% xsg} () < a}

0<A<1

= ﬂ {zGR”: [oz

A€[0,1]NQ

==

(1= \)i x, f @, BFAT xsg] (2) < a},

where Q denotes all rational numbers in R.
It follows from the fact [13, Page 139] that the functions of the form (case for p = 1)

aX, fDsBXsg

are measurable whenever f and g are Borel measurable, and the countable intersection of

measurable sets remains measurable, as desired.
O

We can see from above that the L, coefficients (C, , Dy at) are well defined and have
elegant properties. In fact, we can see that it has a close relation with the p-mean of parameters
in the following lemma. Recall that

Cpae = (1- ) P(1— N)Ye, Dpai= tPpLa,
Lemma 2.5. Let a,b > 0.
(1) Let p > 1. Fort € |0, 1], we have
sup [Cpaia+ Dpasb) = (1 —t)a? + tbp)l/p;

0<A<T
(2) Let p < 0. Fort € (0,1), we have

sup [Cn,\,ta + Dp)\,tb] = ((1 — t)CLp + tbp)l/p7
0<X<1

(8) Let 0 < p< 1. Fort e (0,1), we have
inf [Cn,\,ta + Dp)\,tb] = ((1 — t)CLp + tbp)l/p

0<A<1

Proof. Consider the function
F()\) = Cp,)“ta + Dp’)\7tb.

Observe that F is concave for p > 1 and p < 0 with maximum ((1 —t)a? + t?)!/?, and that F
is convex for 0 < p < 1 with the same formula for minimum. Therefore, we obtain the p-mean
values on the right hand side of the equalities. 0

Note that we replace 1 —t and t by general coefficients a > 0 and § > 0, then similar results
holds naturally.

(ii) L, s inf-sup-convolution for 0 < p < 1. In the following, we address an extension

on the L, convolution when p € (0, 1) under the inspiration of Lemma To begin with, we

recall that in [41] the authors extended the definition of the L, Minkowski combinations due
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to Firey to the case of p € (0, 00]. They considered, for convex bodies K, L € IC?O) and scalars
a, > 0, the Wulff shape [15] given by
(16)

oy Kty By L= () {o € R (o.u) < (i) + Bhu(w))r b = [(@hs(w)” + By (w))?),

uesSn—1
where the Wulff shape of a function f € C*T(S"!) is
N {@eR: @< f),
uesSn—1

It is clear that the above definition is equivalent to Firey’s original definition in the case
p > 1. Here we present an analogue of the definition (I6) to general non-empty Borel sets in
R"™ as follows with 0 < p < 1. That is,

Definition 2.6. For p € (0,1), Borel sets A, B each having the origin as an interior point,
and scalars o, B > 0, we define L, summation for A and B as

(17) ap Aty By Bi= (] ar(l—NiA+ BrAiB,
0<A<1
1,1 _
where 5 + < = 1.
It can be checked that formula (I7) naturally glues with the definition of the L, Minkowski

combination (p > 1) due to Lutwak, Yang and Zhang in [41] when one takes p = 1. Similar
to [41], we have the following result.

Proposition 2.7. The definitions (IG) and ([I7) coincide on the class Ki, for 0 <p <1.
Proof. Let K, L € IC?O) and «, > 0. Then

() a¥(1—N)iK + BFAiL
0<A<1

f\ f\ {x e R™: (z,u) < ha%u_A)

0<A<L1 yesn—1

=N N {xeR” >ga%(l—x)%hK(u)w%A%hL(u)}

0<ALT yesSn—1

= m {xER": (x,u) Sinf{

ueSn—1

Using Lemma [2.5] (3), we see that
inf{a%u — N)ihge(u) + BrXihp(u) 0 < A < 1} = (ahyc(u)? + Bhy(w)?)> .

This confirms the assertion of this proposition. 0J

L)y ()]

Q=

ar(1— N)ihg(u) + Br ik (u) 0 <\ < 1}} .

Al
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With the formula (7)) and the above proposition in hand, we are in a position to define a
functional counterpart of the L, Minkowski combinition in the setting p € (0, 1) that coincides
with Definition 2.1l in the case p = 1, which we refer to as the L, , inf-sup convolution for
functions.

Definition 2.8. Let 0 <p <1, 1/p+1/qg =1 and s € [—00,00|. Given Borel measurable
functions f,g: R™ — R, each having support containing the origin in their interior, we define
the L, s inf-sup-convolution of f and g with weights o, 3 > 0 to be

(18) [axy s f®psfXpsgl(2) := inf Sup MS((l_)\)a)\E) (a%f(@vﬁég(y))

0<A<1 1 1 11
z=aP (1-\)9z+5P Ay

The next result concerns some critical properties of the L, inf-sup-convolution (I8) and
the proofs are similar to those of Proposition 2.3

Proposition 2.9. Let h, f,g: R” — R, be Borel measurable, not identically zero with supports
containing the origin in their interiors, functions defined on R"™. Let s € [—00,00], 0 < p < 1,
and o, 3,7 > 0. Then the following hold:

(a) Homogeneity:

(@ Xps ) Bps (B Xpsg) = (a+ ) Xps {(Oéi-l-ﬁ Xp,s f) Dp,s (OzLj—ﬁ Xp,s g)]

for s # 0.

(b) Measurability: (o Xps f) ®ps (B Xps g) is measurable whenever both f and g are Borel
measurable.

(¢) Commutativity: (a Xps f) Bps (B Xps 9) = (8 Xps g) Dps (@ Xps f).

(d) When f = xa and g = xp for some pair of non-empty Borel sets A, B C R"™ with the
origin in their interior, and t € (0,1), one has that

[(1 - t) Xp,s -f @pvst Xp,s g] = X(1—t)-pA+pt-pB-

Proof. For (a)-(c), the proofs follow similar lines to Proposition 23 (a)-(c) with p > 1 by
changing “sup” to “inf”, and “N” to “U7” correspondingly with 0 < p < 1. The proof of
(d) follows similar lines to Proposition 2.7

O

Remark 2.10. Associativity doesn’t holds as [(a X, s f) @ps (8 Xps 9)] Bps (¥ Xps h) #
(aXps f) Bps [(B Xps g) Bps (7 Xps h)] with the L, coefficients.

2.2. L, Asplund summation for s-concave functions for p > 0. Next, we present the
definition of L, s Asplund summation for s-concave functions in a similar way to [28] (s = 0,
log-concave function) with p > 1 using base functions.

(i) L, s Asplund summation for s-concave functions for p > 1. Recall the L, (or L, )
Asplund summations for functions using the L, operations 0, for convex functions defined
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in [28] as follows. Let p > 1. Given «, 5 > 0 and u,v € Cs(R"),
(19) (o5, u) B, (B89, 0)](x) := {(a(u” (@) + Bv" ()") 7},
In the case p = 0, it becomes
(o 8o w) By (8 8o v)](x) := [(w(2))" (v" (2))°]".
Therefore, we give the L, ; Asplund summation for functions in F,(R") in the same manner.

Definition 2.11. Forp > 1, s € (—00,00), given f,g € Fs(R"), we define the L,y Asplund
summation as

o [

(@ ps ) xps (Bpsg) = (1 — s[(a X, u) B, (BX, U)])+7
where u and v are base functions for f and g, respectively.

It was shown in [28, Proposition 3.2] that [(a X, u) B, (8 X, v)] € Cs(R™) whenever u,v €
Cs(R™) and p > 1. A similar definition for p € (0,1) was introduced in [54]. Here we give
a similar L, ; Asplund summation for s-concave functions for 0 < p < 1 using the Legendre
transformation for the convex functions.

(ii) L, s Asplund summation for s-concave functions for 0 < p < 1. We follow the

notations in [54] and define the support function for f = (1 — suf)i/s € Fs(R") to be

hf = (uf )*a
which is the Legendre transformation of the base function for f. Moreover, we propose the
definition of s-Aleksandrov function here.

Definition 2.12. Let u : R™ — [0,00] be a lower semi-continuous function (which may or
may not be convex) with u(x) > u(o) =0 for all x € R™. For s € (—00,00), the s-Alezandrov
Function of u is Alu]s = (1 — su*)i/s.

Note that f is the largest s-concave function with hy < (us)*. We then define the L, ,
Asplund summation for 0 < p < 1 using the Legendre transformation of the base functions,
i.e., hy = (us)* as follows.

Definition 2.13. For 0 < p < 1, s € (—00,00), given f,g € F,(R™) with hy,h, > 0, we
define the L, s Asplund summation o -, s f %, s B +p.s g with weights o, 5> 0 as

& ps f*p,s ﬁ ‘ps = A [(ah? + ﬁhg)l/P:L .

The above definition recovers the results of Asplund summation for log-concave functions
in [54] if s = 0.

One of our main results is that we show the L, supremal-convolution and the L, ; Asplund
summation using the base functions coincide with each other in Fy(R") which generalized
the results of [53, Proposition 10] in next subsection. This connection is however only works
for the coefficients 1 — t and ¢, while for more general coefficients it needs more homogeneity
restrictions. See more references in [28]53]54].
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2.3. Relation between L, ; convolutions and L, ; Asplund summation. Next inspired
by (I2)) for p = 1, we compare the L, s convolutions and L, s Asplund summations for functions
defined above for different cases of p and s. Together with the fact that established by Artstein-
Avidan and Milman [7,8] that the Legendre transformation is the only duality on the class
Cvx(R™), that is, the only transformation that satisfies the conditions:

koK

u* =wu and " >0v* whenever u,v € Cvx(R") satisfy u < v,
we give a detailed proof of the following properties.

Proposition 2.14. (1) Letp > 1, f,g € Fo(R™) (s =0) be of the form f =e ™ and g = e
for some u,v € Cs(R™). Then the following equality holds:

(20— (e 2y 0 (o))
(1= 1) %0 £ @y [t 20 gl(2) = e (8@ @)

(2) Let p > 1, s £ 0, f,g € Fs(R™) be of the form f = (1 — su)i/s and g = (1 — sv)i/s, for
some u,v € Cs(R™). Then the following inequality holds:
— * * *\1/s
(1= 1) Xps [l @ps [t Xps g)(2) < ((1 = s(MI=D (w*(2), v*(2))) )+/ ~
(3) Let 0 < p < 1, f,g € Fo(R") be of the form f = (1 — su)/* and g = (1 — sv)/* for
some u,v € Cs(R™). Then the following inequality holds:

(1= 1) Xpo f] @ps [t Xp0 9)(2) > (1= s(M0D (u(2),07(2))) " for s >0;

(1= 1) Xps £l @ps [t 3pss 91(2) < (1= s(MODD (e (2),0°(2))) " for 5 < 0.

Proof. (1) For p > 1, it follows from the definition of L, s supremal-convolution for s = 0 in
Definition 2.1] and (@) that

([(T =) Xpo flBpo [t Xpo g)(2) = OilAlEl [(Cort X0 [) @0 (Dpas X0 g)(2)]

= sup sup e_cp,)\,tu(x)—l—Dp,)\,tv(y)

0<A<1 Z:Cp,A,tx+Dp,>\,ty

= sup e_infz:Cp7A7t1+Dp7)\7ty[Cp,A,tu(x)+Dp,A,tU(y)]
0<A<1

= sup e—[C'p,A,tXuDDpA,th](z)

0<X<1

— o~ infon<i[Cp x,su™ (2)+Dp x40 (2)]"
— e_[SUPOS)\SI(CP,A,tU*(z)'i_Dp,A,tv*(Z))]*
— o~ @ )0 ()

Above we have also used the identity (Il), [51, Theorem 11.23 (d)] together with the Fenchel-
Moreau theorem (i.e. the Legendre transform is an involution on proper lower semi-continuous
convex functions), and Lemma (1).



18 MICHAEL ROYSDON AND SUDAN XING

(2) For p > 1 and s > 0, we observe similarly that

([(L =) Xps ] Dps [t Xp,5 91)(2)°
= sup [(Cps Xs [) s (Dps X5 9)(2)]

0<A<L1

= sup sup [Cpri — sCpru(x) + Dyri — $Dpasv(y)]
0<AL1 2=C)p, » 1x+Dp A 1y

= sup [C’n,\,t + Dy — s inf (Cparu(z) + Dp,,\tv(y))}

0<A<1 2=Cp A T+Dp A 1Y

= sup [Cp7,\,t + Dyt — s(Cpru*(2) + Dp,Avtv*(z))*}
0<A<1

< sup (Cpat+ Dpare) —s inf (Cpru*(2) + Dpariv™(2))”
0<A<1 0<A<1

<1 (MO0 (i (2),0*(2)))"

Above we have used the Holder’s identity Cp ¢ + Dy < 1, (), [51, Theorem 11.23 (d)]
together with the Fenchel-Moreau theorem, and Lemma (1).
For s < 0, it can be proved in a similar way as

(I =) Xps 1 Bps [ Xps 9])(2)°
= Supl [(Cp,)\,t Xs f) Ds (Dp,)\,t Xs g) (Z)]

0<A<

= sup sup [Cone — sCpasu(x) + Dpas — sDpasv(y)]
0<X<1 zchy)\’tx—i-Dp’A’ty

= sup [Cp,)\,t +Dpre—s sup (Cprpulx) + Dp,)\,tv(y))]

0<A<L1 2=Cp A +T+Dp 2 1Y
> sup [Cp,)\,t +Dpre— s inf (Cpppu(z) + D ,)\,tv(y))]
0<A<1 2=Cp x tT+Dp Xty
= Sup [Cp,)\,t + D At S(Cp’)\7tu*(2) + D 7)\’{0*(2))*}
0<A<1
> sup (Cpar+ Dparr) —s inf (Cpau™(2) + Dpriv™(2))”
0<A<1 0<A<1

> 1 — SO0 (4 (2), 0°(2))"

as desired.
(3) For 0 < p <1 and s > 0, we compute

([(L =) Xps [l Dps [t Xp,5 9])(2)°
= Inf [(Cpos s [) s (Dpar X5 9)(2)]

0<A<1
= inf sup [Cp,)\,t - SCp,,\,tU(I) + Dpai — SDp,A,tU(y)]
0<A<1 Z:Cp,/\,tm""Dp,)\,ty

= inf [Cpae+ Dppy— s inf (Cprsu(z) + Dyrv(y))]

0<X<1 2=Cp A 1T+Dp 1y
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= Og{gl [Cp«\,t + Dp e — S(vak,tU*(z) + Dp,&tv*(z))*}

> inf (Cpai+ Dpri) —s sup (Cpru*(2) + Dpariv™(2))”
0<A<1 0<A<1

> 1= (M (' (2),v*(2)))"
Above we have used the reverse Holder’s identity Cp\: + Dy > 1 for 0 < p < 1, (L)), [51}

Theorem 11.23 (d)], and Lemma 2.5] (3).
For s < 0, it can be proved in a similar way as

[(1=#) Xps [ Dps [t Xps 91(2)

. 1/s
— inf Cyas — 5C Dyry — D
Bl s [[Coas = sCprsulx) + Dy = sDpasv(y)]

. 1/s
= [ sup inf [Cpne = $Cpru(®) + Dpry = 5Dy 0(y)]]
0<A<1 2=Cpx,t2+Dp x 1y
. 1/s
= | su Core+ D — s inf Cpou(x) + Dy v
[OSAIS)I ([ Pt oA Z:Cp,k,tx""Dp,A,ty[ () Pt (y)])]
* * x71/s
< [1—s sup (Cpan*(2) + Dy v*(2))]"”
0<A<1

: * * Ve
=[1- s(ogﬂ;leMu (2) + Dppv*(2))"]

< [1 = s(MDD (07 (2), v*(2)))*]*,
as desired. ]

3. NEW L,-BORELL-BRASCAMP-LIEB TYPE INEQUALITIES

In this section, we will present several L,-Borell-Brascamp-Lieb type inequalities related
to the L, s supremal-convolution. Firstly, in Subsection 3.1l we extend the Borell-Brascamp-
Lieb inequality in [I3][Theorem 4.1 and 4.2] to the L, case as Theorem [B] and Theorem
B.3l Secondly, we give different improvement methods of L,-Borell-Brascamp-Lieb inequality
in [56] for s > 0 to s € [—00, 0] including using mass transportation with matrix inequality
and applying the result of classical Borell-Brascamp-Lieb inequality in Subsection 3.2l

3.1. A Novel L,-Borell-Brascamp-Lieb inequality for p > 1. Recall in [13, Page 22]
that functional €2 : 8 — R, (for example, capacity or the measure of a set in R™), where %
denotes the class of Borel subsets of R”, is said to be monotone if,

Q(Ag) < Q(Ay), whenever Ag C Ay,
and y-concave, with v € [—o00,00] and t € [0, 1], if
(1~ t)dg + tA,) > M99 (0(A,), Q(A,)

for all Borel sets Ay, A1 € A, with Q(Ag), 2(A;) > 0. We always take the convention that
Q(0) = 0 and Q(A) > 0 implies that A is non-empty. For example, given a compact set S in
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the n-dimensional Euclidean space R™ (n > 2), the variational p-capacity of S for p € (1,n)
is defined by

Cap,(S) = inf{

where C2°(R™) denotes the class of all infinitely differentiable functions with compact support
in R". If Q = Cap,, then Cap, is n%p concave for p € (1,n) (as shown in [25, Theorem 1]) on
the class K} of convex bodies in R".

This definition can be extended to a non-negative Borel measurable functions f with its
super level sets by setting

IVfPde: feCPR") and f(z) > 1forall z e S},

R

Q(f) == /OOO Q{z e R™: f(z) > r})dr.

Inspired by [13], we change the original condition with extra the power condition with param-
eter 7 for the triple of functions (h, f, g), particularly for terms inside A (in dimension 1) in
Theorem [3.3lin the L, case and obtain the so-called L, ., Borell-Brascamp-Lieb inequality in R
generalizing [13, Theorem 4.1]. Further we establish a L,-Borell-Brascamp-Lieb type inequal-

ity in Theorem [B.I] with the €2 which recovers a slight modification of Borell-Brascamp-Lieb
inequality [I3 Theorem 4.2] for p = 1 as follows.

Theorem 3.1. Let Q) : B — R be a-concave. Let p,q € [1,00] be such that 1/p+1/q=1.
Let o € [—1,400] and v € [—a, 00). Suppose that h, f,g: R" — R are a triple of integrable
Borel measurable (respectively, quasi-concave functions) that satisfy the condition

(20) h (Cp,)\,tx + Dp,A,ty) > [Cp,)\,tf(x)a + Dp,A,tg(y)a]é

for every x € supp(f), y € supp(g), and A € (0,1) whenever f(x)g(y) > 0. Then the following
inequality holds:

o > (- ) +dite?] ", =L

Remark 3.2. The version of Theorem[31l for p = 1 originally appeared in [13, Theorem 4.2],
and the set inclusion (4.13) as stated has to be modified slightly to follow [13, Theorem 4.1]
applied the assumptions of [13, Theorem 4.2]. Therefore, we include full proof of details in
the L, case inspired by the proof in [13].

The proof of the Theorem relies on the following one-dimensional result when
Q(h) = / h(z)dz.
R

Theorem 3.3. (L,, Borell-Brascamp-Lieb inequality in R) Let p,q € [1,00] be such
that 1/p+1/q=1. Lett € (0,1), a € [-1,+00] and v € [~a,00). Let h, f,g: (0,00) = Ry
be a triple of integrable functions that satisfy the condition

(21) h ((C}J,A,t!)fV + Dp)\,ty’y)%) > [Corrf(z)* + 171z;,A,1t£I(.7J)a]é
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for every x € supp(f), y € supp(g), and A € (0,1) whenever f(x)g(y) > 0. Then the following
integral inequality holds:

(22) /Ooo h(z)dz > ((1 _p </0°° f(x)dx)ﬁ i (/Ooog(:c)dx)6>é |

where [ = %.

The proof of Theorem B3 is postponed until the next section, as it requires division into
several steps. For now we prove Theorem [B.1] firstly.

Proof of Theorem[3.1. We denote by
Cpn(r)={x e R": m(z) > r}
the super-level set for any Borel measurable function m. By the hypothesis (20) placed on
the triple of functions h, f, g, one has
(23) Cn(1y)) D CoriCr(r) + DpaiCy(s), 75 :=[Cprer® + Dp,,\ts“]%, a € [—o0, 0]

holds for all A € (0,1) whenever r,s > 0 satisfies Q(C¢(r)) > 0 and Q(C,(r)) > 0. Indeed, if
for some fixed A\g € (0,1), 2 € Cp 2ot Cr(1) + Dp r,+Cy(5), then there exist some x € Cy(r) and
y € C,(s) such that

zZ = Cp7)\o,tl’ + Dp7)\07ty.
Using the assumption (20), we have that

h(z) =h (Cp,)\o,tz + Dp,)\o,ty)

> [Corot f ()" + Dy rot9(y)*]
> Ty

which establishes the inclusion (23)) for every fixed Ay € (0,1).
Consider the functions h, f,g: (0,00) — R, the composition of © and super level sets,
defined, respectively, by

h(r) == QCh(r)),  f(r) :=QC(r)), glr) = QCy(r)).
By the monotonicity and a-concavity of €2 and the inclusion (23), this triple of functions
satisfy

Q=

h [(CP,MW + Dp,,\,ﬂﬁ)ﬂ
= Q(Cu(1)))
>0 (Cp,)\7th(T) + Dp,)\,th(S>>

D gk
> [cp,x,m(cf(m)a (L= ) © (ﬂ%)) }
1-— Cp M\t

> [Contf(1)* + Dyreg(s)”]
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holds for every r,s > 0 and A € (0,1) whenever f(r)g(s) > 0. Above we have used Hélder’s
inequality to conclude that for p > 1, Cp s+ Dy < 1.

Therefore, the triple of functions {f, g, h} satisfy the hypothesis of Theorem (210, and
therefore

where § = I22 as desired formula (22). O

_l’_

The proof of Theorem is inspired by the work of Ball [9] and Bobkov, Colesanti, and
Fragala [13] for different cases for v with details as follows.

Proof of Theorem [3.3. (1) The case v = 1. Assume that v =1 and let o € [~1, 00]. For
the case v > 0, we already handled in our other paper [56]. Therefore, we may assume that
a € [—1,0).

Fix A € (0,1). As all functions involved are integrable, we may assume, without loss of
generality, that f and g are bounded with non-zero maximums. Set

My = [Cordll 1% + Dpacellglsc]™ -

Using the assumptions placed on the triple h, f, g ([21]), we see that, for any = € supp(f) and
y € supp(g), one has

Q=

h (Cp,)\,tx + Dp,)\,ty)
> [Cypnef (2)* + Dprsgl(y)]®

o o 1/
= M, [Cp,x,t <%) f(x)a + Dpas (%) g(y)a}

; _( vali lgll\* 7_ f __ g
=M (1_6))f(l.)0l_‘_6)g(y)aa’ 92D,7 (— af: g = )
= | e\ o, =7~ Tall-
> Mymin{f(x),5(y)}.
Therefore, by letting h) := MLA, we see that

{hy >0} D Copi{f >0} + Dpri{g >n}

for all n € [0,1] whenever z € {f > n} and y € {g > n}. Hence, using Fubini’s theorem and
the Brunn-Minkowski inequality in dimension one vol; (A+ B) > vol; (A) +vol; (B) where voly
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denotes the volume of set in R, we see that

/0 " h(@)de = M, /0 i (@)da

0, / voly ({hs > n})dn

_MA/ Vol (Cypr i {f = 1} + Dy il > 1}

_MA< W( )+D:,A,t</owg(xl)dx)) -
e () ) o () ) ]
[(1_ (15) ([ o) 2 (5)° (/O“g@dx)]

a+1

> [CP,M </OOO f(x)dx) & + Dy s (/Ooog(x)dx) ail] - :

where in the last line we have used the fact that o > —1 together with the generalized Holder
inequality; i.e., for all uy, ug,v1,v5 > 0 and A € (0,1), ¢ € [0, 1], it holds

(24) ]\45;7))\’)57Dp'A * (Ul Ul)MCp o Ppe (UQ, ’02) > Mg(’)p'k't’Dp’k’t (U1U2, Ul’UQ),

whenever

1 1 1
a1+ ag >0, — =
(7)) (03] (6)

Therefore, as \ was arbitrarily fixed, we actually proved that

a+1

Cort </00 f(:c)da:) o + Dy </oog(a7)dz) aﬂ] )
0 0

By optimizing over A\, with o € (—1,0), together with Lemma (2), we see

/ h(z)dxz > sup
0

0<A<1

a+1

/OOO hz)de > [(1 — 1) (/Ooo f(a:)d:v) o +t (/OOO g(x)dx) _] - ,

which completes the proof for v = 1.

(2) The case v = 0. Suppose that v = 0. Consider the functions m,d,n : R\ {0} — R,
defined by
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Then, for any e” € supp(f), e¥ € supp(g), and A € (0, 1), applying the assumption (ZII), one
has

m (Cpas® + Dy y) = h (eFproTPrasy) eConrt Doy
(25) > [f(e)er] P [gfen)e e
= d(w) > en(y) P

Recall that the L,-Prékopa-Leindler inequality for product measures [56] with quasi-concave
densities states that let f, g, h: R — R, be a triple of measurable functions, with f, g weakly
unconditional and positively decreasing, that satisfy the condition

(26) W(Corit + Dpray) > f(a) g y)Pre
for every z € supp(f),y € supp(g), and every 0 < A < 1. The the following integral inequality

holds:
A
)? dlu)

oz g [G=0) (8] (L) (Lo

According to inequality (23]), the triple of functions (m, d, n) satisfy the condition in dimen-
sion 1 (26]), and therefore
A
)? dI)

(27) Rmdzv > Oil)l\gl [(%)I_A (;)Ar (/R d(f—i)%dx) - (/R (

Therefore by choosing A = ¢, we can see that

/m Vx> (/d( )dx) - </Rn(x)d:):)t.
/ m(z)dz — / h(e")etda — /0 " h(@)de,

and the same with the pairs (d, f) and (n, g). This completes the proof of the theorem in the
case v = 0.

Next we consider v # 0, 1. Suppose that v € (—oo, 1)\ {0}. Let —y < o < 0o with v > —o0.
Consider the triple of functions w, u, v defined by

w(@) = hz'), u(z) = f@'), wv(x)=g(').

Using the assumption (2II), we see that
1
w (Cp,)\,tI + Dp,)\,ty) =h ((Cp,)\,tz + Dp,)\,ty)’y>

(28) > [Cp)\’tf(l,l/’y)a _I_Dp’)\ig(yl/V)a]a

- [Cp,)\,tu(x)a + l)p,)\,tv(y)a]a

>l

>l

Finally, note that
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holds Whenever x'/7 € supp(f), y'/7 € supp(g), and any A € (0, 1).

Set 6 = -, and fix A € (0,1). Let
1 1
A= [Cp/\t‘l'DpAt]a B = [Cpkt+Dp>\t]6
and D
0= —2M___ c0,1].
Cp,)\,t + Dp,)\,t [ ]

Then, for any z = C, x;z + D,y, with 217 € supp(f) and y'/7 € supp(g), the generalized
generalized Holder inequality (24]) and inequality (28]) yield that

w(2)z5 > [Cp ()™ + Dw(ym%
% [Cp,A,t(xl/(S) 1/5 ]%
= AB[(1 - Q)u(x)” +ev< JIE [(1 = 0)(2%)° + 0y /)]
> AB [(1— 0)(u(w)2/%)™ + 0(u(y)y"/?)20] %

1

= [Cp,,\,t(u(f’f)fl/é)ao + Dp,)\,t(v(y)yl/é)ao} o

where «q is defined by
1 1 1 1

1
—=—4-=—+--1
ap a0 a v
Therefore, the triple
(29) (w(2)2"° u(a)a'? v (y)y'?)

satisfy the conditions of the L,-Borell-Brascamp-Lieb inequality (30), provided oy > —1; in
which case, we would have

| wea = ((1 o[ wt W)B wt ([ o) B] :

where § = po” . Finally, using the fact that

/000 u(z)xode = /0 f (xl/“*) 27 dr = |y /000 f(x)dx

and the same with the pairs (u,h), and (v,g), we would have inequality (22]), as desired.
Therefore (29) concludes the inequality (22)) of Theorem [B.3] provided that
(a) a+6>0;
(b) (%)) Z —1.
For the remain cases to +, they have similar proofs for (3) The case 0 < v < 1, (4) The
case —00 < 7 < 0, and (4) The case v = —oo in [I3, Page 19] by using L, coefficients.
OJ

Remark 3.4. If p =1, it recovers the result of Theorem 4.1 in [13].
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In the following, we consider several consequences of Theorem B.] for certain choices of the
functional 2. The first consequence comes by choosing Q(-) = p(+) a a-concave measure on R™
with o > —1. We obtain a L,-Borell-Brascamp-Lieb type inequality for integrals of functions
when integrated with respect to p.

Corollary 3.5. Letp,q € [1,00] be such that 1/p+1/q = 1. Suppose that o > —1 and suppose
that p is an a-concave measure on the class of Borel measurable subsets of R™ (respectively,
ICZ‘O)). Let v > —a.. Suppose that h, f,g: R® — R are a triple of integrable Borel measurable

(respectively, quasi-concave functions) that satisfy the condition

h (Cprix + Dprry) > [Corsf(2)* + Dparig(y)?]

for every x € supp(f), y € supp(g), and A € (0,1) whenever f(x)g(y) > 0. Then the following
inequality holds:

[ it > [(1 0 ([ sei) o ( [ s

3.2. New proofs of L,-Borell-Brascamp-Lieb type inequality. The main goal of Sub-
sections is to extend the L,-Borell-Brascamp-Lieb inequality appearing in [56] for the
range s > 0, to the range [—o0, oo using different methods of proof. Particularly, these proof
process are more concise than our previous works in [56] using the level sets and L, Brunn-
Minkowski inequality in geometric setting for s > 0. Here we also include the case for s < 0
to complement the L,-Borell-Brascamp-Lieb inequality for s. The result reads as follows.

Q=

? pay
B:a—l-v'

)

Theorem 3.6. Let p > 1, —o00o < s < oo, andt € (0,1). Let f,g,h: R" — R be a triple of
bounded integrable functions. Suppose, in addition, that this triple satisfies the condition

1
(30) h(Cprx 4+ Dprey) > [Coaef(2)* 4+ Dprig(y)’]*

or every x € supp(f), y € supp(g) and every A € |0, 1]. en the following integral inequality
f f d A € (0,1]. Then the foll [ [

holds:

M((l_t)i) I 7I ) if s > —l7

a1 A EL (R (T sz

min {[Cp,x,t]” I(f), [Dpaal I(g)) , ifs< -1,

for 0 < A <1, where vy = py and v =

s
1+ns "’

By the defitions of L, ; supremal-convolution, we conclude that
My (), 1(9)). if s>~
1 1 :
min { [y 7 1(f), [Dyad " 1(9)) i s < — 1.
(i) Proof of L,-Borell-Brascamp-Lieb type inequality for s € [—1/n,00) using
mass transportation. As is known that the method of mass transportation is widely used in

proving functional inequalities, such as the Prékopa-Leindler inequality and Borell-Brascamp-
Lieb inequality in [L0L1T30.60], etc. Since the L,-Borell-Brascamp-Lieb inequality includes

(32)  I((1—1t) Xps f®pst Xpsg) > {
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the typical case for s = 0—the Prékopa-Leindler inequality, and p = 1-—the Borell-Brascamp-
Lieb inequality, we attempt to using the mass transportation method to solve Theorem
and show that the case for s > —1/n works in an analogous approach accordingly.

Before proving the theorem, we require the so-called Minkowski determinant inequality
(see [5]) for matrices.

Lemma 3.7. Let A, B be n Xn positive symmetric semi-definite matrices, and a,b > 0. Then
one has that

det(aA + bB)# > adet(A)n + bdet(B)7.

Proof of Theorem [3.6 for s > —1/n. Without loss of generality, we may assume that
I(f),1(g) = 1, and denote probability measures p and v defined on R™ satisfying du(y) =
f(y)dy and dv(y) = g(y)dy. Suppose that p is the uniform measure on [0, 1]”. Recall the proof
due to F. Barthe in [60, Page 188-189] relies on the concept of mass transportation. Since pu, v
are probability measure on R™ which are absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue
measure on R” there exist two convex functions ¢1, po: R — R, whose gradient maps V¢
and Vo, respectively transport p to g and p to v, i.e., (Vy1)p = p and (Va)p = v. The
change of variable formulas lead to the following results a.e. on [0, 1]™

f(Voi(z))det(Hess o1(x)) =1, ¢g(Vps(x))det(Hess po(z)) =1,

where Hess ¢;, i € {1,2} are the Aleksandrov Hessians defined a.e. and are symmetric
non-negative semi-definite.

Fix any A € [0, 1], and set ¢y = Cp x 101 + Dy x102. By the change of variable, together with
24), (B0) and Lemma [3.7, we see that

h(y)dy
Rn
> / h(y)dy
[0 1}n
= / h(Voa(z)) det(Hess @y(z))dx
[0,1]™
> h(Cor iV o1 () + Dy s Vipa(2)) M P20 (det(Hess (), det(Hess ¢a(z))) d
[0,1]™ "

> [ M) (T )

X MLC”’A’“DP’A’t) (det(Hess ¢1(x)),det(Hess @a(x))) dx

n

> /[ M (V1)) det(Bless () (Vi) @) det(Hess () da

1+ns

14+ns
_ / (Coaa Dy i 2 da
[0,1]™
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Therefore, as A is arbitrary in [0, 1], we conclude that

/ h(y)dy > sup [Cpri+ Dprdl = ‘

0<A<1

where if s > 0, we choose A = ¢, and if —1/n < s < 0, we apply the Holder inequality
Cprt+ Dpri <1for p>1, completing the proof.
O

(ii) Proof of L,-Borell-Brascamp-Lieb inequality using classical Borell-Brascamp-
Lieb inequality. In the following, we will give another proof of L,-Borell-Brascamp-Lieb
inequality in Theorem for s € (—o0,00) by applying classic Borell-Brascamp-Lieb (BBL)
inequality, which is different from but a more concise proof than [56] for s > 0. Firstly, for
s < —1/n, we require the following lemma of the Borell-Brascamp-Lieb inequality in [26],
Lemma 3.3].

Lemma 3.8. Let f,g : R" — R, be integrable functions, —co < s < —1/n, and 0 <t < 1.
Then

(33) / L [(1—t)f(x)5+tg(y)s}1/sdzzmm{(1—t)n+1/81(f),tn+l/81(g)}.

=(1-t)z+ty
Furthermore, we conclude from this lemma by the definition of supremal-convolution as
(1 =) %, f &t o g) = min { (1= ) 1(f), 1711 1(g) },
which complement the result for s in ().

Proof of Theorem [3.6. First we provide the proof for s > —1/n using the classical Borell-
Brascamp-Lieb inequality. Fix ¢ € (0,1). For A € [0,1], let

P= (1) 5= ()
and L \
@)= (=30 f@). 3@ = () )

Then we have

[ s sup (1= (1 = V() + A ()] o

n 0<A<L] 2= (1-t)/P(1=\)Yag4t1/P )1/ ay

> sup / sup (1= Y21 = N9 f (@) + oA ()] 5 d
0<A<L1 JR™ z=(1—t)1/P(1=N\)V/ax+t1/P\1/ay
I—A 1 s AL s11/s
= sup {Q =)= f@) +t(T)wg(y)]*} " dz
0<a<1 JRn 1—1t t

—(1-t)[(2=22 m}+t[(%>%y1

S / sup  (1— (@) + 5()] /a2

0<X<1 1 t :E+ty
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1+ns

> sup (1=0{] f@)dz}re i g(m)dgye) T (by (), BBL inequality)
0<A<1
1—A M A ltns s\ ifns
= sup (1-0){| (=)= fwdw}mm +t{ [ (2) = g(n)dy}Tm) -
0<A<1 g 1—1 rn t
(39)>  sup [(1— 671 — NYA(I(f)) T + 1oAY (1(g)) ] =
0<A<1

_bs _ps __ lims
= [A=0(I(H)™ +t(I(g) =] ™
where the last equality comes from Lemma 2.5 (1) for s > 0, and if —1/n < s < 0, we use the
fact that

sup. (1= 6)MP(1 = X)/a(1(7)) 7% 4 oA (1(q)) ]

0<A<1

> it (1= )P NVI(I() T+ 1A (1(g)) ]

T 0<X<1

first together with Lemma 23] (1) afterwards, as desired.
For s < —1/n, by Lemma B.8, we have

/R sup sup (1= )P(L = N)Vaf () + 1PN ag(y) ] dz

7 0<SALT z=(1—t)/P (1= az+t1/PAV/ ay

> sup / sup  (1—)[F(@)° +t5(5)]V*d

0<A<1 JR? 2=(1—t)3+ty

oot [ Fadaen [ g
t)n+1/s/n(ﬂ)%f(w)dw,t"“/s/ (%)13389(7)@}

n

> sup min{
0<A<1

= sup min

{

(1t
(1-
= sup minq (1 —
0<A<1

14ns 14ns 14+ns 14ns
NE -0 [ pde T [ goa)
Rn n

) 1+ns 1+ns
Z min {Cp7;7t ](f)7Dp7)f,t ](g)}
for0 <A< 1 )

Remark 3.9. It can be checked easily that if p = 1, it recovers the result of Lemma (3.8 and
the classic Borell-Brascamp-Lieb inequality. Moreover, this method of proof to introduce f(Z)
and §(z) also works in Theorem[3.3 but only for n =1 and v = 1.

4. APPLICATIONS OF L,-BORELL-BRASCAMP-LIEB INEQUALITY

The goal of this section is to provide several functional analytic and measure theoretic
consequences of the topics discussed in Section Bl Based on the restriction conditions on
L,-Borell-Brascamp-Lieb type inequalities, we define the following concavity definitions in L,
case for functions. It is inspired that if A = f = ¢ in the Borell-Brascamp-Lieb inequality
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condition, it recovers the s-concavity definition. Therefore, by letting h = f = ¢ in the
L,-Borell-Brascamp-Lieb inequality condition, we provide the L, s concavity definitions.
Definition 4.1. Letp > 1, 1/p+1/g=1, and s € [—00, +00].

(1) We say that a function f: R" — Ry is L, s-concave if, for any pair x,y € R"™, one has

T (Cpn + Dysy) 2 MNP (1(2), £ (9)
for every X € [0,1] and t € [0,1]. In this case,

f(z) > sup sup {MLQ(CP’A’“DP’A’t)(f(x% fW):z=Cpaux+ Dp,)\7ty} .
0<A<1
(2) Similarly, if s = —oo, the function f is said to be L,-quasi-concave if, for any pair
x,y € R™, one has
f (Cp)\,tx + Dp,)\,ty) 2 min {f(!lf), f(y)}
for every A € [0,1] and t € [0, 1].
(3) If s = 0, the function f is said to be L,-log-concave, if for any pair x,y € R", one has
F(Cppat 4 Dppy) > f(x) e fy)Prae

for every A € [0,1] and t € [0,1].
(4) We call the function f is said to be L, s-quasi-concave if, for any pair z,y € R", one
has

f(Cprs + Dprry) > min {C;,)\,tf(x>7 D;,A7tf(y)}
for every X € [0,1] and t € [0, 1].

It is easy to see that (4) recovers the definition of (2) if s = 0, and it is inspired by the
result of L, Borell-Brascamp-Lieb inequality for s < —1/n in Theorem

Proposition 4.2. Let p > 1 and s > 0. If f: R" — R, is an s-concave function whose
support contains the origin in its interior, then f is also L, s-concave.

Proof. We only show the proof for s # 0,400 as these cases are essentially identical. Let
t,Ae0,1],1/p+1/q = 1. Then, for any z,y € R" belonging to the support of f, we see that

D
F (Cona+ Dprey) = f { Conar + (1= Cpas) 22—y
1- Cp,)\,t

0 =

> {Cp,,\,tf(%)s +(1=Coap)f (%y) }

1- Cp,k,t
Cpa,t-Dpat
> M (1), ),

where in the last step we used the fact that the support of f contains the origin in its interior
together with Holder’s inequality, as required. ([l

We have similar definitions for measures with the L, coefficients.
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Definition 4.3. Let p > 1, 1/p+1/g =1, and s € [0, +o0]. We say that a non-negative
measure (1 on R™ is L, s-concave if, for any pair of Borel measurable sets A, B C R", one has
Cpri,D
H (Cp,)\,tA + Dp,)\,tB) Z MS( ot p’k’t)(:u(A)? M(B))

for every A € [0,1] and t € [0, 1]. Similarly, if s = —oo, the measure i is said to be L, s-quasi-
concave if, for any pair of compact A, B C R"™, one has

1 (Cpr A+ DyriB) > min {u(A), u(B)}

for every X\ € [0,1] and t € [0,1]. Furthermore, if s =0, the measure p is said to be L, s-log-
concave if, for any pair of compact A, B C R"™, one has

K (Cp,)\ A+ D, AtB) > N(A) P tM(B>Dp,A,t

for every A € [0,1] and t € [0,1]. Moreover, we call the measure p is said to be L, s-quasi-
concave if, for any pair of compact A, B C R"™, one has

p(CpriA+ DyriB) > mm{ p It A)aD;,)\,tN(B>}
for every A € [0,1] and t € [0, 1].

The next result concerns convolutions concavities related to the L, s-concave functions (see
also [09, Pages 643-644] for the case p = 1).

Theorem 4.4. Letp > 1, 1/p+1/g =1, t € [0,1], and 5,8 € [—o0,+00] be such that
s+ 8 > 0. Let f,g: R* = Ry be L, s-concave and L, g-concave, respectively. Then the
convolution of f and g,

(f*g)(z) = . f(x)g(z — x)dx,

satisfies one of the following:

(1) is Ly (s-145-14n)-1-concave whenever iﬁg € [-21,+00);

(2) is Ly, (s-145-11n)-quasi-concave whenever fﬁ € (—o0,—12).

Proof. Let t € [0,1]. Since f, g are L, ;-concave and L, g-concave, respectively, the condition
indicate that for fixed v, w € R",

f(z) > sup [ sup Mﬁc”’“’D’J’A’t)(f(x),f(y))] ,

0<A<1 Z:Cp,k,tx'i'Dp,A,ty

C t7D t
sup M (v — @), g(w — )
Z:Cp,)\,tm'l'Dp,)\,ty

g (Cpav + Dpryw — 2) > sup
0<A<1

2 _l/na

Therefore, by applying the generalized Holder inequality, the formula (34]) for v = sfﬁ
and ([B3) for v < —1/n, we obtain

(f *9) (Cpriv+ Dy w)

= [ f(2)g(Cprw+ Dyysw — 2)dz

RTL
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Cyx.e,D Cpx, . D
Z/ sup sup M p’A’t)(f(SC),f(y))M/g P p’A’t)(Q(U—x)ag(w—y))] dz
Rn 0<A<1 _Z:Cp,A,tx+Dp,A,ty
(Cp.x,t>Dp,x.t)
> [ s | s (f(@)gv — ), F(y)glw—y)) | d=
R» 0<A<1 _Z:Cp,A,tx+Dp,A,ty

SUPp<a<1 [ p/\t((f *g)(v ))VO + Dp,/\,t((f *9)(7”))%]%7 if v > —%7
min {[Cpndl 0 (f * 9)(v), [Py ( +g) ()}, if y < —1,
for all 0 < A <1, where 79 = %> = (s7t+ B7t +n)~L. Therefore,

(f *9) (Cprav + Dprgw)

[Cona (£ # )W) + Dyas(£ ) w)) "0, ify = 1
min { [Cpadl 0 (f %)), [Dpad ™ (f x g)(w) . if y < =4,

for all 0 < A < 1. Therefore, f * g is Ly (s-145-14n)-1-concave whenever s“fﬁ € [—%, —I—oo), and

is Ly (s-148-14n)-quasi-concave whenever ‘fﬁ € (—oo, —%) U

(35)

By the series of L, ; concavity definitions, we deduce from Theorem and formula (34])
that, if a measure has a density that is L, ;-concave for s > —1/n, then the measure itself
is Ly, =_-concave, and L, Lns-qUasi-concave for s < —1/n. Therefore we have the following

extensmn of the L, version of Brunn’s concavity principle (see [5] and [46] for p = 1).

Corollary 4.5. Let K C R" be a convex body containing the origin in its interior, H is
a (n — j)-dimensional subspace of R, and j € {0,---,n — 1}. Let u be a measure on R"
whose density is L, s-concave for some s € [—oo,+0o0]; i.e., du(z)/dx = f(x) and f(x) is
L, s-concave. The function Q: H — R, given by

Qz)=wWKN(x+H)), x€H
satisfies

(1) Q is a L, -concave function on its support for s > ———;

] J
(2) Q is a L, 1-quasi-concave function on its support for s < —n%j
Ty
where v = 71“;’_].)5.
Another L) ; concavity definition only works in 1-dimension space R by the restriction of
parameter -, which is not applicable for measures either. Recall the condition in L, , Borell-
Brascamp-Lieb inequality in R (21), that is,

(36) B ((Coraa™ + Dprs)7 ) = [Conaf (@) + Dparsg (y)°]

we define the following concavity definitions.

QI>—'

Definition 4.6. Letp > 1, 1/p+1/g=1, and s € [—00, +0].
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(1) We say that a function f: R — Ry is L) -concave if, for any pair v,y € R, one has

1

/ ((Cp,x,tf” + Dp,xvty”)”) > M (f (), f(y))

for every A € [0,1] and t € [0, 1].
2) Similarly, if s = —oo, the function f is said to be L)-quasi-concave if, for any pair
p
x,y € R, one has

F((Coraa™ + Dyay™)* ) = min(f(2), £(y))

for every X € [0,1] and t € [0, 1].
(8) If s =0, the function f is said to be L)-log-concave if, for any pair x,y € R, one has

f ((Cp,k,txﬁ/ + Dp,A,tyﬁ/);> > f(l’)cpv*vtf(y)Dp,A,t

for every A € [0,1] and t € [0, 1].
(4) We call the function f is said to be L)  -quasi-concave if, for any pair x,y € R, one
has

1 ((Conaa™ + Dypay™)?) = min(Ci o f (), Dy of ()
for every X\ € [0,1] and t € [0, 1].

It is easy to see that L) coincides with L, s concavity when v =1 and n = 1.

5. INTEGRAL REPRESENTATION OF Lp78 MIXED QUERMASSINTEGRAL FOR FUNCTIONS

In this section, we mainly focus on the extension of L, Brunn-Minkowski theory including
mixed p-quermassintegrals and their integral representation formulas for convex bodies in [40]
to the space of F,(R") endowed with the L, ; summations introduced in Section 2l Therefore,
we analyze the properties of projection for functions and L, ; supremal-convolution in Sub-
section G.Il and for L, s Asplund summation in Subsection [5.2] respectively. In conclusion, we
obtain the integral representation of L, ; mixed quermassintegral for functions via variation
formula of L, ; Asplund summation. This works as it is reasonable to take the first variation
formula with the linear coefficients for L, mean of base functions and Legendre transformation
similar to L, mean of support functions for convex bodies in (2]).

To begin with, recall the following classes of functions:

Fo(R") = {f: R" = Ry, f is s-concave, us.c, f € L'(R"), f(0) = || f|l > 0},

Cs(R™) = {u: R™ — Ry U {400}, u is convex, Ls.c,u(o) = 0, lim @) _ —l—oo} .

=00 ||z



34 MICHAEL ROYSDON AND SUDAN XING

5.1. Projection for functions and L, ; supremal-convolution. Using a geometry point
of view—the epigraph and subgraph of a function f : R" — R, we can see the L, s supremal-

convolution satisfy elegant geometric properties for its related graphs. Consider two sets in
Rn-‘,—l

Epi f ={(z,t) e R" xR : f(x) < t}, Sub f = {(z,t) e R" xR : f(z) > t},

we have the following property by using Epif for convex function (open up) and Subf for
concave function (open down) f correspondingly.

Proposition 5.1. For f,g € F,(R") and s € [—00, 00|, we have

(1) Epi(f @, 9)° = Epi(f°) + Epi(g°), s <0;
Sub(f ®sg)* = Sub(f*)+ Sub(g®), s>0.

(2) Bpi (0 xs [)°) = - Bpi(f*), 5 <0;
Sub ((a X f)‘*) =a-Sub(f*), s>0.
Here “+7 is the classic Minkowski sum for sets in R"*1,

Proof. (1) Note that for s > 0 and an s-concave function f, Sub f° is a convex set in R"*!
and Epi (—f°) = A@mi1)xms1) (Sub f*), where Ag,i1)x(nt1) is the reflection matrix satisfying

A(n+1)><(n+1)('r17 Lo, Ty, Tpg1) = (T1, %2, -, Tp, —Tpq1) for any (n 4 1)-dimensional vector
(1,22, , T, Tnyy) € R™™L That is,
10 --- 0 O
o1 -+ 0 O
Ap)xmeny = |+ o [ €0(n+1), A%n-}-l)x(n.}-l) = I(n41)x(n+1)>
o0 --- 1 0
00 - 0 —1

where I(;,41)x(n+1) is the identity matrix. For s < 0, we have by the definition of supremal-
convolution and formula (0] that

Epi ((f ©,9)') = {(,0) € R x B: {_suwp [f'(0) +9°(@)]""}" < 1)

T=x1+x2

(@) e R xR: it (o) + o) <)

w=a1+22
= {(z,t) eR" xR : [(fs)lj(gs)] (x) <t}
= Bpi ((/)0("))
= Epi (f°) + Epi(g°).
Then, for s-concave functions f,g > 0 and s > 0, one has
Api1)xm+1) (Sub ((f s 9)°)) = Epi (=(f s 9)°)
={(z,t) eR"xR:— sup (f*(z1)+¢°(22)) <t}

T=x1+2x2
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={(z,t) eER"xR: inf (=f(x1) — ¢°(x2)) < t}

= {(z,t) eR" xR : [(—fs)D(—gs)] (x) <t}
— Epi ((-)0(~¢"))

= Epi (—f*) + Epi(—g¢°)

= At 1)x(n+1) (SUbf ) + Ay 1)x(nt1) (Subg)

Hence, Sub (f @5 g)* = Sub (f*) + Sub (¢°).
(2) The proofs for s > 0 and s < 0 follow naturally from (1) in similar lines. O

Next, we consider the definition for the projection of s-concave functions [34.50] f € F,(R™)
onto the (n — j)-dimensional subspace H € G,,,,—; as

fu(z) = (Puf)(z) := Seup flz+y), f e F(R"),

and the projection of convex base function [34] f € C4(R™) onto the (n — j)-dimensional
subspace H as

ug(z) = (pHu) () = yieIIIJfJ- u(z +y), u € Cy(R™).

Here we list some elegant properties for the above definitions of projections for functions
with the supremal-convolution. Recall that in [I], Sub(Pyf) = (Subf)|H for s > 0 and
Epi(Pgf) = (Epif)|H for s < 0. Here H = span{H, e,}, where H € G,,_; is the
Grassmannian manifold on R™ with the orthonormal basis {e;,- - ,e,} and e,,7 L R" is a
unit vector.

Proposition 5.2. For any functions f,g € Fs(R"), j € {0,...,n—1} and H € G, ,—;, we
have the following identities.

(1)
Py(f°) = (Puf)’, s > 0;
Pu(f*) = (Puf)*, s < 0;
Py(log f) =log(Puf), s =0.
(2) Py(ax, f) = ax, (Puf),s € [—00,00].
(3) PH(f Dp.s 9) =Puf®ps Pug, s€ [—OO’OOL p>1

Proof. (1) It is easy to see that for s > 0, we have
Pu(f°)(2) = sup f*(z+y) = [sup f(z +y)]" = [Pu(f)(2)]*
yeHL yeEHL
for s <0,

Pu(f°)(z) = inf f*(z+y) = [sup f(z+y)]" = [Pu(f)(2)]*
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for s =0,

Py (log f)(2) = sup log f(z +y) = log[sup f(z+y)] = log[Pu(f)(2)].

yeH+ yeHL

(2) By the definition of supremal-convolution, we have

Pa(ax. f) = Pu(a’f(5)) = sup o"J(= +2) = a"Puf(7) = @ x, Puf(x).

zeH+L

as desired. )
(3) Forp > 1,5 €{0,---,n—1}, and asubspace H C G, ,,—;, we denote H = span{H, en+1},
where e,,1 L. H. Then, for s > 0, we obtain

Sub (Pyf*) = Sub (f°)H
= A(n_j—l—l)x(n—j-l—l) (Epi (=)l _>
(Epi (~f)18

= Ap—jt1)x(n—j+1)
= Sub(f*)|H,
where
10 0 0
0 1 0 0
A—jiyxm—jin = |+ c 1l eO0m—j+1).

00 --- 1 0
00 --- 0 —1

In particular, Proposition 511 (1) and Proposition (1) imply
Sub (Pu(f @,9)") = Sub ((f @, 9)")H

_ (sub(f ) + Sub(g )\
= Sub(f*)|H + Sub(¢®)|H

= Sub (Py(f*)) + Sub (Py(g*))
= sub((PHf))+Sub((p 9)%)

Hence,

(37) Py(f ®sg9) = Puf ®s Pyg, s> 0.
Now, by Proposition 5.1, (B7) and definition of supremal-convolution, we have for s > 0,

Sub [ (Puf @y, Pug) | = Sub(( sup (1= X7 %, Puf &, A7 x, Pug)’)

0<A<1
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- U Sub( 1— N\ x, Paf) @, (\s XsPHg))8>

0<A<1

- U sub( (1= A7 X, Puf)* + (A7 X, Pyg)

0<A<1

0<X<1

)
= U (=27 Sub(Pyf)* + A - Sub (Pyg)*)
)

= U (=27 Sub ) + i - (Subg’[H)

0<A<L1

:( U ((I—A)flz-(Subf5)+)\f11-(8ubgs)>)‘ﬁ

0<A<1

(U
L
(
(5

<Sub{ (1= \)i x, f}* + Sub {\d xsg}s))}ﬁ

IA
IA

(Sub{ (1—A ; Xs f By A xsg}8>)‘H

\A

1

Sub( sup 1—)\)% Xs f Ps As xsg}s))‘H

0<A<1

ub ( f@psg >

ub (Pu{f @, 9°).

as projection is distributive over set union operation.
For s < 0, we only need to replace “Sub” by “Epi”, then the proof follows in similar lines
by Proposition 5.1l and Proposition 5.2l For s = 0, change f* = log f, and the formulas holds

in a similar method. Therefore, one has {PH (f Dp.s g)} = Py (f Bps g)s = (Puf ®ps Pug);

ie.,

f&[(j,G%Lsg> ::~F&{f(Ep§ }%¥g7 p Eil-

Moreover, it is easy to check that for u € C4(R™), one has

Py [(1 — su(z))i] =(1- sf’Hu(:z))i, s € [—o0, o).

5.2. Projection for function and L, ; Asplund summation. In this part, we examine the
properties of projection functions and L, ; Asplund summation. We begin with the following
proposition which demonstrates that the L, addition of convex functions for p > 1 is stable
under projections given by (I9). This paves the way to compute the variation formula for
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quermassintegral for functions, i.e., the integral representation of L, ; mixed quermassintegral
shown in Subsection [5.3]

Proposition 5.3. Let p > 1, u,v € C4(R"), and a, > 0. Then, for any H € Gy,
je{0,1,--- ,n—1}, one has

[(a Xy u) By (B, v)]r = [a By ug] B, [8 X, vgl.

Proof. To begin with, we consider the epigraphs of u and v. Let {e ... e, enq1} be the
canonical basis on R™™ and set H = span(H, e,1) a (n — j + 1)-dimensional space for
H € G, ,—j. Then by the fact that in [I], Sub(Py f) = (Subf)|H for s > 0 and Epi(Py f) =
(Epif)|H for s < 0, we obtain by (I0) that
Epi(ja x u0B x v]g) = Epi(a x udB x v)|H

= [aEpi(u) + SEpi(v)]|H

= oEpi(u)|H + BEpi(v)|H

= aEpi(uy) + BEpi(vn)
(38) = Epl(O& X UHDﬁ X UH).
Therefore, we have that

[ x uOp x v]g = a x ugdp X vy.

Finally, observe that by (B8) and Lemma (1), one has

(o X, u) B, (B, v)]u(x) = ye:ic{lkal[(a X, u) 8, (8%, v)](y)

= il [l @) + B0 W))]

yex+HL
= inf [ sup {a%(l - A)éu*(y) + 5’1’)\‘1”1*(9)}]
yex+HL | 0<a<1

= y@lﬂlgﬂ onf [Oﬂ’(l — A)iu*(y) + BrAav (y)}
— inf [a%a ~\)i x ubIBFA x U]H ()

0<A<L1

3=

— inf [a (1—A)i x ugOBs AT x UH} ()
— inf [ar(1—A)ul + BrAivj] ()

1 1, PR U
= [ sup ar(1 = N)vuj + BrAavy] (2)
0<A<T

= [0tz @) + si@)P)] @)

= [(a X up) B, (B &, vy)](z),
completing the proof. 0

Al
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5.3. Variation formula of general quermassintegral for functions and p > 1. Next
we consider the “L, ; mized quermassintegral” of two functions f, g € F(R"). This is based
on the p-mixed quermassintegral definition for convex bodies in Lutwak’s work [39]. First, we
give the definition of quermassintegeral for functions.

Definition 5.4. The j-th quermassintegral of function f = (1 — su)y € Fs(R™) and u €
Cs(R™) for j € {0,--- ,n— 1}, is defined as

W) = [ [ Puf(@dedan () = oy [ IPundvn ()
G H

Gnyn—j

n,n—j

For each function f € F4(R™), and any j € {0,...,n—1}, an application of Fubini’s theorem
yields the following

W) =ens [ [ Pu(pdsdv, (i)
G H

n,n—j

e / 7v01n_j({x; Puf(x) > t))dt dvn;(H)

Gn,nfj 0

o0

= Cpj / /Voln_j({:z: f(z) >t} H)dt dv, ,,—;(H)

Gnn—yj O

n,n—j

_ / e / vol, s ({z: f(z) > Y| H)dvmn;(H) dt

- [witr = mar

Therefore, the quantity W;(f) can be interpreted in terms of the usual quermassintegrals of
its super-level sets, which was originally considered in [I3]. We remark that several works on
quermassintegrals for functions have appeared in the literature, for example, see [13}[17,[1844].

Next, we may choose Q(K) = W;(K) in TheoremB.1] for K € Kf;) and j € {0,1,...,n—1}.
The Brunn-Minkowski inequality for W;(-), together with Holder’s inequality and homogeni-
ety, asserts that W;(-) is a-concave for any o € [—oo0, n%]] Therefore, Theorem [B.I] implies
the following class of the L, Borell-Brascamp-Lieb inequalities for the j-th quermassintegrals
of elements of F(R").

Theorem 5.5. Let p,q € [1,00] be such that 1/p+1/qg=1,t € [0,1], andj € {0,1,...,n—1}.
Suppose that o € [-1, =] and let v € [~a, 00). Let f, g € Fo(R™). Then we have

Wil(L = 1) Xpa f @pat Xpa 9) 2 (L= OWS()" +0W;(9)")7, 5= T
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Definition 5.6. For any f,g € Fs(R"), j € {0,...,n — 1}, s € [—00, 00|, the L, , mized
quermassintegral of f, g € Fs(R™) with respect to the L, Asplund summations is defined as
Wj(f *p,s € ‘pis g) - Wj(f)

Wp,j(.fag) = ll_rf(l) c )

which is the first variation of the j-th quermassintegral of function f.

In particular, if f = yx for K € /C?o), W;(xk) recovers the quermassintegral for convex
bodies K, i.e., W;(K). Moreover, let f = xx and g = x; for K, L € K}, the L, mixed
quermassintegral goes back to p-mixed quermassintegral for convex bodies in [39].

More generally, containing the special cases of s-concave functions as special cases, we
define for the generalized quermassintegral with functional 2: R, — R, which is a bounded
decreasing smooth function that decays faster than the exponential at infinity. Therefore, we
further define the Q-L, ¢ mixed quermassintegral for base functions on C(R") as follows.
Definition 5.7. (General Quermassintegral for functions on C(R"))

(1) The operator Ig: Cs(R™) — Ry defined for u € C5(R™) is the general Q-total mass

Io(u) :== /n Qu(z))dz.

(2) For j €{0,...,n— 1}, the Q-jth-quermassintegral is defined for u € Cy(R™) by

W (1) = e /G | /H O(up (@) dodvp,; (H).

n,n—j

(3) The Q-j-th L,-mized quermassintegral of u,v € Cs(R™) is defined as

W (u H X — W
W () ot T B By 0) W)

e—0t IS

Our next goal is an integral representation for Wp(?j( f,g) for functions f = (1 — su)i/ lg=

(1 — sv)Y* for u,v € C2F(R") C C,(R™) where
C*T(R") = {u € C,(R™): Hess u(z) > 0 for all z € R"}.

We need the following proposition which can be deduced from the Rockafeller’s book [50]
and [21], Page 17].

Proposition 5.8. Let u € C*T(R") and set ¢ = u*. Then the following hold true:

(1) Vu is a diffeomorphism;

(2) v € C*(R");

(3) (V) = (Vu)™;

(4) for every y € R", Hess ¢(y) = [Hess u(Vo(y))]™" (here inverse is in the sense of
matrices); in particular, Hess p(y) > 0 for ally € R™;
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(5) for every y € R"

e(y) = (v, Ve(y)) — u(Ve(y)).
Analogously, for every x € R",

(39) u(x) = (z, Vu(z)) — o(Vu(z)).

Let p > 1, u € C>*(R"), p = u*, and ¢ € C°(R"). For € > 0, we set . = (P + ep?)/P.
There exists some & > 0 such that ¢, € C?*T(R") for all ¢ < & For such ¢ > 0, set
u: = (pe)*. We require the following lemma with respect to the variation formula for the
projection function of wu..

Lemma 5.9. Let p > 1, u € C*T(R"), ¢ = u*, and ¢ € CX(R"), and fir H € Gpp—j for
je{0,---,n—1}. Set p. = (P + e?)'/? for all ¢ < &, and u. = (p.)*. Then, for every
x € int(dom(u)|H), one has

d d
() (@)) = =1 (V(we)a (@)

Moreover, for each x € int(dom(u)|H), one has

d
(@)

- —}DwHNuH(x)wH(wH(x))l—p.

e=0
Proof. Fix z € int(dom(u)|H) and € > 0 sufficiently small. Using (89]), we have

(ue)n () = (2, V(ue) () = (=) (V(ue) ().
Therefore, we obtain

d

d
Zlw)n@)]] == 2, V() (@) = (p)n(Viwe)u(@))]|
— (o V(e ) = oI (Vuuta)
- <V(wE)H(V(uE)H(x)), %V(WH(“")H =0
d

=~ [(0)n(V (o) (2))]

- _117¢H(qu(x))pQDH(qu(x))l_p’

e=0

where we have used the fact that V(u.)y and V(¢.)y are inverse of one another (Proposition
5.8 (3)). The second assertion follows form the fact that all functions involved are of class
C**(H). O

We require the following Blaschke-Petkantschin formula, which can be found in [5§].
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Lemma 5.10. Let H € G, ,—j for j € {1,--- ,n—1}, and f: R — Ry be a bounded Borel
measurable function. Then the following holds:

Rnf(x)alx = cn,j/G ‘/Hf(I)HZL'HJdIan,n_j(H).

We are now prepared to establish the variational formula for the Q-L,, ; mixed quermass-
integral of functions on Cs(R™) with the general quermassintegral in Definition 5.7 based on
the lemmas above.

Theorem 5.11. Let j € {1,...,n —1} and H € Gy —j. Let Q: Ry — Ry be a bounded
smooth function such that imjg|—e % =0. Letp>1, j € {0,...,n—1}. Then, for any
u € C?*H(R") N CP(R) and ¢ € C(R™), with ¢ = u* and 1 = v*, the following holds:

(40) W i(u, v) = —% /n Q/(u(x))wH(VuH||(jﬁzp¢H(VUH(I)) i
Proof. By definition of W (u, v), we have
W (u,v) = Tim W (u (¢ g;’ v)) — Wiw)
. mn Qu, (e X, )] (z)) — Uug(z)) Naw
o /Gnn j (‘ZLW /H € d ) Ap,n—j(H)
. i Q[ug B, (e X, vy)](z)) — QUup(z)) N |
- /Gn,nj (51_)(” /H € d ) v i (H),

where we have used the Proposition and Lemma [5.100

For € > 0 sufficiently small, we see that uy B, ¢ X, vy € C*"(R") N CX(R"), Q(ug) and
Q([ug B, (¢ X, vy)]) are integrable on H. Considering B, := {x € H: ||z|| <r} = B, N H,
r > 0, from the dominated convergence theorem, we see that

R / (hm /H (g B, (= B, vi)](x)) — Q(w(x))dx) (1D

e—0t £

e[ (g [ BB = Oune), ) s
wmey \e=0t =00 [ €
o / i [ (g O B v = Oune) )

By applying Lemma [5.9] we see that

El_iglJr Q[uy B, (e X, UHg)](I)) — Qugy(z)) _ —%Q,(UH(I))@DH(VUH(ZL'))pQOH(VUH(l'))l_p-
Therefore,

Wi (u,v) = CW‘/ lim i Sl By (e 8y vp)](2)) — Qun(2))

( d:c) Ay i (H)
Gn,nfj ree By e—0F €
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=g [ (i o)) (T 0T 0)) P ) )

p T—00

1

——ons / / (s () st (Vg (2) P (Vs ()Pl (H)

lc Y (up ()Y (Vug(2)Pou(Vug(x))P

/ / [BE

_ __/ Q/ UH ))’QDH(V’UH( )) SOH(VUH( )) -p
b /e ]17

where in the last step we have used Lemma [5.10]

[l dazd — (H)

dx,

O
Remark 5.12. We remark that the right-hand side of identity ([@Q) may not be convergent. If
Vlun@)e(Vun (@) (for example, in [28, Theorem 5.7]),

[EIE

when Q(u) = e ™ and j = 0, suppose that there exists a constant k > 0 such that

(41) det (V2(u)"(y) ) < k(' ()" """ det (V2u' (1))
holds for all y € R™\ {o}, then the integral is finite.

we choose € such that lim . —o

Here we list some special cases for formula (40) with typical parameters. Let p > 1,
j€{0,1,...,n—1}, s € (—o0,00), and set 2 (7’) =(1 —sr)l/s. Let u,v € Cs(R™). We denote

s Qs
W2 i(u,v) = W5 (u, v).

n—j
Consequently, we obtain the following corollary with respect to the L, ; mixed quermassin-

tegral W, .(f, g) based on the Q,-L, , mixed quermassintegral of W? ;(u,v) above for base
functions u, v of f, g, respectively. That is,

Corollary 5.13. Forp > 1, j € {0,...,n— 1}, and s € (—00,0), let f = (1 — Su)i/s,g _

(1-— sv)i/s such that u,v € Cs(R™) and u € C**T(R"), and ¢ € C°(R") with ¢ = v*. Then
the L, s mized quermassintegral for f,g € Fs(R™) has the following integral representation:

Wpi(f9) = n ij /]R” - SUH(:E)]JIF @'bH(VUH(x))pSOH(VUH(SC))I_pdSC

| [}

For s =0, the above becomes

dzx.

0 1 e 1 @) (Vg (x))Po (Vg (x)) P
NS EE

Furthermore, when j = 0 and p > 1, it goes back to the results in [28] by Fang, Xing
and Ye where the formula ([@I]) holds. The author in [54] also present an integral formula for
0<p<11If p=hg(u)and ¥ = hy(u) for u € S*1, the support functions of two convex
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bodies K, L € IC?O), j = 0 and s = 1, it recovers the L, mixed volume for convex bodies
V(K L) 39, i,

V(K L) =+ [S W (hPAS (K w).

n
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