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ON THE FRAMEWORK OF Lp SUMMATIONS FOR FUNCTIONS

MICHAEL ROYSDON AND SUDAN XING

Abstract. We develop the framework of Lp operations for functions by introducing two
primary new types Lp,s summations for p > 0: the Lp,s convolution sum and the Lp,s Asplund
sum for functions. The first type is defined as the linear summations of functions in terms of
the Lp coefficients (Cp,λ,t, Dp,λ,t), the so-called the Lp,s supremal-convolution when p ≥ 1 and
the Lp,s inf-sup-convolution when 0 < p < 1, respectively. The second type Lp,s summation is
created by the Lp 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 Lp,s summation,
we establish the corresponding Lp-Borell-Brascamp-Lieb inequalities for all s ∈ [−∞,∞]
and p ≥ 1. Furthermore, in summarizing the conditions for these new types of Lp-Borell-
Brascamp-Lieb inequalities, we define a series of the Lp,s concavity definitions for functions
and measures. On the other hand, for the latter type Lp,s Asplund summation, we discover
the integral formula for Lp,s 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
Rn, together with the origin “o” and the usual Euclidean norm ‖x‖ =

√
〈x, x〉 where 〈·, ·〉

denotes for the standard inner product for vectors in Rn. The unit ball Bn
2 whose volume is

ωn with boundary the unit sphere Sn−1 = ∂Bn
2 . A subset K of Rn 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 Rn will be denoted as Kn

o endowed with the Lebesgue measure (volume)
voln(·), and Kn

(o) denotes those containing the origin in their interiors.
To each K ∈ Kn

o , we associate three correspondingly uniquely determined functions: the
convex indicator functions IK , characteristic function χK and the support function hK . The
convex indicator function IK and characteristic function χK associated to K ∈ Kn

o are defined,
respectively, by

IK(x) =

{
0, if x ∈ K,

+∞, if x 6∈ K.
and χK(x) =

{
1, if x ∈ K,

0, if x 6∈ K.

The support function of K ∈ Kn
o , hK : Sn−1 → R is defined as hK(u) = supy∈K〈u, y〉.

In [29] Firey introduced the following generalization of the Minkowski combination of convex
bodies: for K,L ∈ Kn

(o), p ≥ 1 and α, β ≥ 0, α ·pK +p β ·p L, the Lp Minkowski sum is defined

as the convex body whose support function is hα·pK+pβ·pL(u) = (αhK(u)
p + βhL(u)

p)
1
p =

(
hα1/pK(u)

p + hβ1/pL(u)
p
) 1

p . Additionally, Firey established the so-called Lp-Brunn-Minkowski
inequality for convex bodies when p ≥ 1: given K,L ∈ Kn

(o) and α, β ≥ 0, voln(α ·p K +p β ·p

L)
p
n ≥ αvoln(K)

p
n + βvoln(L)

p
n . The operations +p and ·p were generalized in [41] by Lutwak,

Yang and Zhang to the setting of non-convex sets (measurable sets) in Rn; i.e., for any α, β ≥ 0
and any measurable subsets A,B ⊂ Rn,

α ·p A+p β ·p B =
{
α

1
p (1− λ)

1
qx+ β

1
pλ

1
q y : x ∈ A, y ∈ B, 0 ≤ λ ≤ 1

}

=
⋃

0≤λ≤1

(
α

1
p (1− λ)

1
qA + β

1
pλ

1
qB
)
,(1)
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where 1
p
+ 1

q
= 1. Moreover, they also showed that this definition of the Lp combination agrees

with the original one defined by Firey for A,B ∈ Kn
(o). Moreover, Lutwak in [39,40] developed

a deep study of the Lp-Brunn-Minkowski theory which parallels and generalizes the traditional
Brunn-Minkowski theory in essence. In particular, for a convex body K ∈ Kn

(o), the Kubota’s

integral formula expresses the quermassintegral Wj(K) for j ∈ {0, 1, · · · , n− 1} as

Wj(K) = cn,j

∫

Gn,n−j

voln−j(K|H)dνn,n−j(H).

Here cn,j = ωn

ωn−j
, K|H is the projections of K on the (n − j)-dimensional hyperplane H

belonging to the Grassmannian manifold Gn,n−j—the (n − j)-dimensional subspaces of Rn

equipped with the Haar probability measure νn,n−j. In [39], the mixed p-quermassintegrals of
two convex bodies K,L ∈ Kn

(o) is defined naturally as the variation formula ofWj with respect
to the Lp Minkowski sum for convex bodies, i.e.,

(2) Wp,j(K,L) =
p

n− j
·
d

dε
Wj(K +p ε ·p L)

∣∣∣
ε=0

=
1

n− j

∫

Sn−1

hL(u)
phK(u)

1−pdSj(K, u),

where Sj(K, ·) is the j-th surface area measure for K defined on Sn−1. If j = 0, it recovers
the classical Lp mixed volume for convex bodies, and S0(K, ·) = S(K, ·) is the surface area
measure on Sn−1.

The Brunn-Minkowski theory has parallel “liftings” to the theory of functions through the
convex indicator function IK : Rn → R+ ∪ {+∞}, characteristic function χK(x) associated to
K ∈ Kn

(o) and many others, see references [1,3,4,6,9,19–21,24,55] and measures [2,12,32,35,

37, 38, 42, 43, 45, 47, 49], 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 ∈ [−∞,∞], a, b ≥ 0,
the s-mean of a and b with respect to nonnegative coefficients α, β ≥ 0 is denoted as

M (α,β)
s (a, b) =





(αas + βbs)
1
s , if s 6= 0,±∞,

aαbβ , if s = 0,

max{a, b}, if s = +∞,

min{a, b} if s = −∞,

whenever ab > 0, and M
(α,β)
s (a, b) = 0 otherwise. A measure µ on Rn is s-concave if, for any

Borel sets A,B ⊂ Rn and any t ∈ [0, 1], one has that µ((1−t)A+tB) ≥M
((1−t),t)
s (µ(A), µ(B));

and a measure µ on Rn is log-concave (when s = 0) if, for any Borel sets A,B ⊂ Rn and any
t ∈ [0, 1], one has log(µ((1 − t)A + tB)) ≥ (1 − t) log(µ(A)) + t log(µ(B)), or equivalently,
µ((1− t)A+ tB) ≥ µ(A)1−tµ(B)t.

A function f : Rn → R+ is s-concave if, for all x, y ∈ Rn and any t ∈ [0, 1], one has that

f((1 − t)x + ty) ≥ M
((1−t),t)
s (f(x), f(y)). The case when s = 0 and s = −∞ 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 Cf (r) := {x ∈ Rn : f(x) ≥ 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,∞]. Given a triple of measurable functions
h, f, g : Rn → R+ satisfying the condition

(3) h((1− t)x+ ty) ≥M ((1−t),t)
s (f(x), g(y))

for any x, y ∈ Rn, there is

(4)

∫

Rn

h(x)dx ≥M
((1−t),t)

s
1+ns

(∫

Rn

f(x)dx,

∫

Rn

g(x)dx

)
.

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 mt,s : R

n → R+ defined by

mt,s(z) = sup
z=(1−t)x+ty

M ((1−t),t)
s (f(x), g(y)).

The introduction of the supremal-convolution of functions leads to the following notions of
addition and scalar multiplication of functions: given s ∈ [−∞,∞], f, g : Rn → R+

(f ⊕s g)(z) = sup
z=x+y





(f(x)s + g(y)s)
1
s , if s 6= 0,±∞,

f(x)g(y), if s = 0,

max{f(x), g(y)}, if s = +∞,

min{f(x), g(y)}, if s = −∞,

and for α > 0,

(α×s f)(x) =





α
1
s f
(
x
α

)
, if s 6= 0,±∞,

f(x)α, if s = 0,

f(x), if s = ±∞.

The s-concavity is closed under the supremal-convolution operation; i.,e, f ⊕s g and α ×s 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 ⊂ Rn and α, β > 0, we have that (α×sχA)⊕s(β×sχB) =
χαA+βB whenever α + β = 1. Denote the total mass of f as I(f) =

∫
Rn f(x)dx. Then based

on this supremal-convolution definition, the Borell-Brascamp-Lieb inequality (4) asserts that
for any s ≥ −1/n,

(5) I
(
((1− t)×s f)⊕s (t×s g)

)
≥M

(1−t,t)
s

1+ns
(I(f), I(g)).



ON THE FRAMEWORK OF Lp SUMMATIONS FOR FUNCTIONS 5

In [56], the authors established the Lp-Borell-Brascamp-Lieb inequality based on the geo-
metric extension of Lp Minkowski sum with respect to measurable sets in Rn (1) using Lp

coefficients of Lutwak, Yang, and Zhang in [41]; that is, let p ≥ 1, 1/p + 1/q = 1, s ≥ 0 and
f, g, h : Rn → R+ be a triple of bounded integrable functions. For simplicity, we denote the
Lp coefficients for λ ∈ [0, 1] and t ∈ [0, 1] as

Cp,λ,t := (1− t)
1
p (1− λ)

1
q , Dp,λ,t := t

1
pλ

1
q

in later context. Suppose, in addition, that this triple satisfies the Lp-Borell-Brascamp-Lieb
inequality condition

(6) h (Cp,λ,tx+Dp,λ,ty) ≥ [Cp,λ,tf(x)
s +Dp,λ,tg(y)

s]
1
s

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

I(h) ≥M
((1−t),t)
ps

1+ns
(I(f), I(g)) .

Naturally, the authors in [56] gave the definition of Lp,s supremal-convolution of f : Rn → R+

and g : Rn → R+ for s ≥ 0 and p ≥ 1, i.e.,

[f ⊕p,s g](z) := sup
0≤λ≤1


 sup

z=(1−λ)
1
q x+λ

1
q y

M

(

(1−λ)
1
q ,λ

1
q

)

s (f(x), g(y))


(7)

= sup
0≤λ≤1

(
[(1− λ)

1
q ×s f ]⊕s [λ

1
q ×s g](z)

)
,

where 1/p+ 1/q = 1. And given any scalar α > 0, the scalar multiplication ×p,s satisfies

(8) (α×p,s f)(x) = αs/pf
( x

α1/p

)
.

Therefore the Lp-Borell-Brascamp-Lieb inequality concludes that for any s ≥ 0,

I
(
((1− t)×p,s f)⊕p,s (t×p,s g)

)
≥M

(1−t,t)
ps

1+ns
(I(f), I(g)),

which is a Lp generalization of formula (5).
Another type of summations—Asplund summation (or L1 Asplund summation) for func-

tions using infimal convolution (�) for base functions, and its Lp extensions for log-concave
functions [28,53,54] with Lp 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
n) =

{
f : Rn → R+, f is s-concave, u.s.c, f ∈ L1(Rn), f(o) = ‖f‖∞ > 0

}
,

where u.s.c. stands for upper semi-continuous. The class F0(R
n), is the class of all such

log-concave functions, and F−∞(Rn) 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
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u : Rn → R ∪ {+∞} that are lower semi-continuous by Cvx(Rn). The infimal convolution of
u, v ∈ Cvx(Rn) is the convex function defined by

(9) (u�v)(x) = inf
y∈Rn

{u(x− y) + v(y)},

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

(α× u)(x) = αu(x/α).

To understand the infimal convolution geometrically, we can see that the function u�v whose
epigraph is the Minkowski sum of the epigraphs of u and v [21–23]:

(10) epi(u�v) = epi(u) + epi(v),

where epi(u) = {(x, y) ∈ Rn × R : y ≥ u(x)} and “ + ” denotes the Minkowski sum in Rn.
The classical Legendre transformation u∗ : Cvx(Rn) → Cvx(Rn) is given by

u∗(x) = sup
y∈Rn

[〈x, y〉 − u(y)].

It is easy to check that (IK)
∗ = hK for K ∈ Kn

o . 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(Rn) is

(11) ((α× u)�(β × v)) = (αu∗ + βv∗)∗

for α, β ≥ 0.
Alternatively, the class of super-coercive geometric convex functions (originally considered

in [8] where a second duality transformation was discovered and classified) is defined as

Cs(R
n) =

{
u ∈ Cvx(Rn) : u(o) = 0, lim

x→∞

u(x)

‖x‖
= +∞

}
⊂ Cvx(Rn).

Denote Cs(R
n)∗ = {u : Rn → R+, u is convex, proper, u(o) = 0}, where the class Cs(R

n)∗ can
be thought of as the dual space of Cs(R

n) via the Legendre transform.
In [53] Rotem established a connection between members of Fs(R

n) and Cs(R
n) for any

s ∈ [−∞,∞]. Given f ∈ Fs(R
n), the base function for f is defined as [53, Definition 8],

uf : Fs(R
n) → Cs(R

n) such that

f(x) = (1− suf(x))
1
s
+ ,

where a+ = max{a, 0}. When s = 0, f(x) = e−uf (x). In particular, for f = χK for some
K ∈ Kn

(o), uf = IK . In [53] the following operations–Asplund summation ⋆s and ·s for s-

concave functions were considered: given f, g ∈ Fs(R
n) and α > 0,

uf⋆sg(x) = (uf�vg)(x) and uα·sf(x) = αuf

(x
α

)
.
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In particular, [53, Proposition 10] asserts that, for any t ∈ [0, 1] and f, g ∈ Fs(R
n), the

supremal-convolution coincides with the Asplund summation with coefficients ((1− t), t); that
is

(12) [((1− t) ·s f) ⋆s (t ·s g)] = [1− su((1−t)·sf)⋆s(t·sg)]
1/s
+ = [((1− t)×s f)⊕s (t×s g)];

or equivalently, using equality (11), the above equality can be more explicitly stated as

[((1− t)×s f)⊕s (t×s g)] =
[
1− s((1− t)u∗f + tv∗g)

∗
] 1

s

+
.

For u ∈ Cs(R
n), consider the integral operator Js : Cs(R

n) → R+ defined by

Js(u) =

∫

Rn

[1− su(x)]
1
s
+ dx.

Then the Borell-Brascamp-Lieb inequality implies that, for any s ≥ −1/n and u, v ∈ Cs(R
n),

one has that

Js([((1− t)× u)�(t× v)]) ≥M
((1−t),t)

s
1+ns

(Js(u), Js(v)).

In [28] and [54], the authors proposed the Lp 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 Lp 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 Lp functional theory which naturally extend-
ing Lp Brunn-Minkowski theory for convex bodies (measurable sets [41]) in the geometric
setting. These include two types of Lp additions for functions, the Lp-Borell-Brascamp-Lieb
type inequalities, and the Lp,s concavity for functions and measures, and the corresponding
variation formula in terms of the new defined Lp Asplund summation (perturbation) for s-
concave functions, etc. Particularly, Section 2 focuses on detailed definitions of the Lp 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 ≥ 1 and s ∈ [−∞,∞], the Lp,s sup-convolution,
(2) 0 < p < 1 and s ∈ [−∞,∞], the Lp,s inf-sup-convolution,
(3) p ≥ 1 and s ∈ (−∞,∞), Lp,s Asplund summation for s-concave functions,
(4) 0 < p < 1 and s ∈ (−∞,∞), Lp,s Asplund summation for s-concave functions.

More in detail, we extend the Lp,s sup-convolution from s ∈ [0,∞] to s ∈ [−∞,∞] in (7)
and (8), and analyze the corresponding properties for p ≥ 1. Based on the definition of Lp

Minkowski sum for convex bodies for 0 < p < 1 using Wulff shapes (or Aleksandrov bodies),
we give a functional version for the summation—Lp,s inf-sup-convolution accordingly. Let
0 < p < 1, 1/p+1/q = 1 and s ∈ [−∞,∞]. Given Borel measurable functions f, g : Rn → R+,
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o ∈ int(supp(f)), o ∈ int(supp(g)) and α, β > 0, we define the Lp,s inf-sup-convolution of f
and g based on (1) (replace “sup” to “inf”) as

[α×p,s f ⊕p,s β ×p,s g](z) = inf
0≤λ≤1


 sup

z=α
1
p (1−λ)

1
q x+β

1
p λ

1
q y

M

(

(1−λ)
1
q ,λ

1
q

)

s

(
α

1
spf(x), β

1
sp g(y)

)

 .

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

Moreover, following the method of Lp Asplund summation for log-concave functions when
p ≥ 1 [28] and 0 < p < 1 [54], we introduce the Lp,s Asplund summation for s-concave
functions using Lp addition for base functions. Let p > 0. Given α, β ≥ 0 and u, v ∈ Cs(R

n),
the Lp additions of u, v (base functions), a generalization of (11), is

[(α⊠p u)⊞p (β ⊠p v)](x) := {(α(u∗(x))p + β(v∗(x))p)1/p}∗

and the Lp,s Asplund summation for functions in Fs(R
n) is defined as follows. (i) For p ≥ 1,

s ∈ (−∞,∞), given f, g ∈ Fs(R
n), we define the Lp,s Asplund summation with weights

α, β ≥ 0 as

(α ·p,s f) ⋆p,s (β ·p,s g) :=
(
1− s

[
(α⊠p uf)⊞p (β ⊠p vg)

]) 1
s

+
.

(ii) For 0 < p < 1, s ∈ (−∞,∞), given f, g ∈ Fs(R
n) with hf , hg ≥ 0, we define the Lp,s

Asplund summation α ·p,s f ⋆p,s β ·p,s g with weights α, β ≥ 0 as

α ·p,s f ⋆p,s β ·p,s g := A
[(
αhpf + βhpg

)1/p]
s
,

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

Inspired by (12) we verify that when p ≥ 1 and s = 0, the Lp,s supremal-convolution agrees
with the Lp,s Asplund summation through base functions. However, for s 6= 0, these two
summations differs with each other as the relation only works for inequalities.

For these two types of Lp summations for functions, it is much difficult to obtain the
variation formula for Lp,s sup-convolution for p ≥ 1 and Lp,s inf-sup-convolution for 0 < p < 1
with delicate Lp coefficients. Instead, we focus on the corresponding Lp-Borell-Brascamp-Lieb
type inequalities in different circumstances in Section 3. Specially, we study new Lp-Borell-
Brascamp-Lieb type inequalities for functions extending works in [13] to the Lp versions and
generalizing the result in [56] from s ≥ 0 to s ∈ [−∞,∞] in different methods. In detail, our
main goals are to solve

(1) General Lp-Borell-Brascamp-Lieb inequality in terms of Ω-total mass.
(2) Proof of Lp-Borell-Brascamp-Lieb inequality using mass transportation.
(3) Proof of Lp-Borell-Brascamp-Lieb inequality using classical Borell-Brascamp-Lieb in-

equality.

Our first main result generalizes a theorem of Bobokov, Colesanti and Fragalá [13, Theo-
rem 4.2] and we obtain the following theorem.
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Theorem 1.1. Let Ω : B → R+ be α-concave. Let p, q ∈ [1,∞] be such that 1/p + 1/q = 1.
Let α ∈ [−1,+∞] and γ ∈ [−α,∞). Suppose that h, f, g : Rn → R+ are a triple of integrable
Borel measurable (respectively, quasi-concave functions) that satisfy the condition

h (Cp,λ,tx+Dp,λ,ty) ≥ (Cp,λ,tf(x)
α +Dp,λ,tg(y)

α)
1
α(13)

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

Ω̃(h) ≥
[
(1− t)Ω̃(f)β + tΩ̃(g)β

] 1
β
, β =

pαγ

α + γ
.

Please see definitions for B and Ω̃ in Subsection 3.1 for details. Moreover, our results
extend the Lp-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, −∞ < s < ∞, and t ∈ (0, 1). Let f, g, h : Rn → R+ be a triple of
bounded integrable functions. Suppose, in addition, that this triple satisfies the condition

h (Cp,λ,tx+Dp,λ,ty) ≥ [Cp,λ,tf(x)
s +Dp,λ,tg(y)

s]
1
s

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

I(h) ≥

{
M

((1−t),t)
γ1 (I(f), I(g)) , if s ≥ − 1

n
,

min
{
[Cp,λ,t]

1
γ I(f), [Dp,λ,t]

1
γ I(g)

)
, if s ≤ − 1

n
,

for 0 ≤ λ ≤ 1, where γ1 = pγ and γ = s
1+ns

.

Based on conditions these Lp-Borell-Brascamp-Lieb type inequalities, Section 4 focuses on
new definitions of Lp,s concavity for functions and measures. One typical example with respect
to measure we list here is

Definition 1.3. Let p ≥ 1, 1/p+ 1/q = 1, t ∈ [0, 1], and s ∈ [−∞,+∞]. We say that a non-
negative measure µ on Rn is Lp,s-concave if, for any pair of Borel measurable sets A,B ⊂ Rn,
one has

µ (Cp,λ,tA+Dp,λ,tB) ≥M
(Cp,λ,t,Dp,λ,t)
s (µ(A), µ(B))

for every λ ∈ [0, 1] and t ∈ [0, 1]. Similarly, if s = −∞, the measure µ is said to be Lp,s-quasi-
concave, and if s = 0, the measure µ is said to be Lp,s-log-concave.

On the other hand, it is more reasonable to research on the variation formula for Lp,s

Asplund summation using base functions with linear coefficients. Therefore Section 5 concen-
trates on the definition of Lp,s 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 Lp summations;
(2) Integral representation for Lp,s 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 Lp,s convolutions in Subsection 5.1 and Lp,s Asplund summation
Subsection 5.2 in certain circumstances, we provide the definition of quermassintegral for
functions as well as the variation formula—the Lp,s mixed quermassintegral for functions in
Fs(R

n) in Subsection 5.3. That is, for j ∈ {0, · · · , n−1}, the j-th quermassintegral of function
f , is defined as

Wj(f) := cn,j

∫

Gn,n−j

∫

H

PHf(x)dx dνn,n−j(H)

and the Lp,s mixed quermassintegral for s-concave functions f, g ∈ Fs(R
n) has the definition

of

W s
p,j(f, g) := lim

ε→0

Wj(f ⋆p,s ε ·p,s g)−Wj(f)

ε
.

Through the process of finding the variation formula for the general Ω-jth-quermassintegral
in terms of the base functions u ⊞p,s ε ⊠p,s v, and thus the Ω-Lp,s mixed quermassintegral of
u, v ∈ Cs(R

n), Ws
p,j(u, v), where u, v denote the base functions for f and g correspondingly, we

obtain the integral representation formula with respect to the Lp,s mixed quermassintegral for

f, g ∈ Fs(R
n). That is, p ≥ 1, j ∈ {0, . . . , n− 1}, and s ∈ (−∞,∞), let f = (1− su)

1/s
+ , g =

(1 − sv)
1/s
+ such that u, v ∈ Cs(R

n) and u ∈ C2,+(Rn), and ψ ∈ C∞
c (Rn) with ψ = v∗. Then

the Lp,s mixed quermassintegral for f, g ∈ Fs(R
n) has the following integral representation:

W s
p,j(f, g) =

1

n− j

∫

Rn

[1− suH(x)]
1
s
−1

+ ψH(∇uH(x))
p

‖x‖j
ϕH(∇uH(x))

1−pdx

For s = 0, the above becomes

W 0
p,j(f, g) =

1

n− j

∫

Rn

e−uH(x)ψH(∇uH(x))
pϕH(∇uH(x))

1−p

‖x‖j
dx.

(Please see definitions for Ws
p,j, uH and ψH in Subsection 5.3 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 Lp operations for p > 0

In this section, we will first extend the original definitions for Lp,s supremal-convolution
for functions in [56] for s ≥ 0 to all s ∈ [−∞,∞] and p ≥ 1. For 0 < p < 1, we propose a
brand new definition of Lp,s summation for functions—the Lp,s inf-sup-convolution in Subsec-
tion 2.1. We verify that these Lp,s convolutions satisfy elegant properties by Lp coefficients
(Cp,λ,t, Dp,λ,t). In Subsection 2.2, we introduce the Lp,s Asplund summation through the base
functions for s-concave functions inspired by the case of log-concave functions [28, 53, 54] for
p ≥ 1 and 0 < p < 1, respectively. Furthermore in Subsection 2.3, we compare definitions
proposed in Subsections 2.1 and 2.2, 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 Lp,s 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 ⊕s and ×s to the Lp,s setting and returns to the Lp Minkowski combination for
convex bodies in the geometric setting for well selected functions originally discovered in [56].

(i) General Lp,s supremal-convolution for p ≥ 1. Firstly, we extend the range of
s ∈ [0,∞] in [56] to more general setting s ∈ [−∞,∞] without changing the original formulas
for p ≥ 1; that is:

Definition 2.1. Let p ≥ 1, 1
p
+ 1

q
= 1, and s ∈ [−∞,∞]. Let f, g : Rn → R+ be measurable

functions. We define the Lp,s supremal-convolution of f and g by

[f ⊕p,s g](z) := sup
0≤λ≤1


 sup

z=(1−λ)
1
q x+λ

1
q y

M

(

(1−λ)
1
q ,λ

1
q

)

s (f(x), g(y))




= sup
0≤λ≤1

(
[(1− λ)

1
q ×s f ]⊕s [λ

1
q ×s g](z)

)
.(14)

Moreover, a scalar multiplication is defined by for α ≥ 0,

(15) (α×p,s f)(x) := sup
τ∈[0,1]

[(
α

1
p τ

1
q ×s f

)
(x)
]
= α

s
pf
( x

α1/p

)
,

where we set explicitly

(0×p,s f)(x) = χ{0}(x).

More generally, for α, β ≥ 0, the Lp,s supremal-convolution of the functions f and g with
respect to α and β is denoted as

[α×p,s f ]⊕p,s [β ×p,s g].

Heuristically, [α×p,sf ]⊕p,s [β×p,sg] should be understood as evaluating averages of functions
over the Lp Minkowski combination of the supports of f and g, that is, over the set α ·p
supp(f) +p β ·p supp(g) in (1). We illustrate the following example on how the functional
operations ×p,s,⊕p,s naturally extend ·p,+p in the geometric background for p ≥ 1 .

Example 2.2. Suppose that p ≥ 1, s ∈ [−∞,∞] and t ∈ (0, 1). Let 1/p + 1/q = 1, and let
f = χA and g = χB be characteristic functions of Borel sets A,B ⊂ Rn, respectively, and set

hp,t,s = ((1− t)×p,s f)⊕p,s (t×p,s g).

Then hp,t,s = χ(1−t)·pA+pt·pB.

As the above example shows, there’s a natural embedding on the class of Borel measurable
sets equipped with the operations ·p,+p in (1) into the family of measurable functions equipped
with the operations ×p,s,⊕p,s in (14) and (15), respectively for p ≥ 1.

It was shown in [56] that [(1− t)×p,s f ]⊕p,s [t×p,s g] ∈ Fs(R
n) whenever f, g ∈ Fs(R

n) for
s ∈ [−∞,∞]. Except for these properties, the next proposition concerns some key properties
of the operations ×p,s and ⊕p,s.
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Proposition 2.3. Let f, g, h : Rn → R+ be arbitrary, not identically zero, functions defined
on Rn, let s ∈ [−∞,∞], p ≥ 1, and α, β, γ > 0. Then the following hold:

(a) Homogeneity:

(α×p,s f)⊕p,s (β ×p,s g) = (α + β)×p,s

[(
α

α + β
×p,s f

)
⊕p,s

(
β

α + β
×p,s g

)]

for s 6= ±∞.
(b) Measurability: (α ×p,s f) ⊕p,s (β ×p,s g) is measurable whenever both f and g are Borel

measurable.
(c) Commutativity: (α×p,s f)⊕p,s (β ×p,s g) = (β ×p,s g)⊕p,s (α×p,s f).

Remark 2.4. Here by definitions of ⊕p,s and ×p,s, we can show that

[(α×p,s f)⊕p,s (β ×p,s g)]⊕p,s (γ ×p,s h) 6= (α×p,s f)⊕p,s [(β ×p,s g)⊕p,s (γ ×p,s h)]

by the definition of Lp,s supremal-convolution while when p = 1 the equality holds in [13].
The core difference is the complex coefficients in Lp case (Cp,λ,t, Dp,λ,t) 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 = 1 in [13] 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 z̄ = z

(α+β)
1
p
, we have

(α + β)×p,s

[(
α

α + β
×p,s f

)
⊕p,s

(
β

α + β
×p,s g

)]
(z)

= (α+ β)
s
p

[(
α

α + β
×p,s f

)
⊕p,s

(
β

α+ β
×p,s g

)]
(z̄)

= (α+ β)
s
p sup
0≤λ≤1





sup

z̄=( α
α+β )

1
p (1−λ)

1
q x+( β

α+β )
1
p λ

1
q y

M

(

( α
α+β )

1
p (1−λ)

1
q ,( β

α+β )
1
p λ

1
q

)

s (f(x), g(y))





= sup
0≤λ≤1



 sup

z=α
1
p (1−λ)

1
q x+β

1
p λ

1
q y

M

(

α
1
p (1−λ)

1
q ,β

1
p λ

1
q

)

s (f(x), g(y))





= [(α×p,s f)⊕p,s (β ×p,s g)](z),

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

h(z) := [(α×p,s f)⊕p,s (β ×p,s g)](z).

We need to show that the level set {x ∈ Rn : h(x) < a} is measurable for any fixed constant
a > 0. Observe that by (14) and (15),

{z ∈ Rn : h(z) < a} = {z ∈ Rn : [(α×p,s f)⊕p,s (β ×p,s g)](z) < a}
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=

{
z ∈ Rn : sup

0≤λ≤1

[
α

1
p (1− λ)

1
q ×s f ⊕s β

1
pλ

1
q ×s g

]
(z) < a

}

=
⋂

λ∈[0,1]∩Q

{
z ∈ Rn :

[
α

1
p (1− λ)

1
q ×s f ⊕s β

1
pλ

1
q ×s g

]
(z) < 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)

α×s f ⊕s β ×s g

are measurable whenever f and g are Borel measurable, and the countable intersection of
measurable sets remains measurable, as desired.

�

We can see from above that the Lp coefficients (Cp,λ,t, Dp,λ,t) 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

Cp,λ,t = (1− t)1/p(1− λ)1/q, Dp,λ,t = t1/pλ1/q.

Lemma 2.5. Let a, b ≥ 0.

(1) Let p ≥ 1. For t ∈ [0, 1], we have

sup
0≤λ≤1

[Cp,λ,ta+Dp,λ,tb] = ((1− t)ap + tbp)1/p;

(2) Let p < 0. For t ∈ (0, 1), we have

sup
0≤λ≤1

[Cp,λ,ta+Dp,λ,tb] = ((1− t)ap + tbp)1/p;

(3) Let 0 < p < 1. For t ∈ (0, 1), we have

inf
0≤λ≤1

[Cp,λ,ta+Dp,λ,tb] = ((1− t)ap + tbp)1/p.

Proof. Consider the function

F (λ) := Cp,λ,ta +Dp,λ,tb.

Observe that F is concave for p ≥ 1 and p < 0 with maximum ((1− t)ap+ tbp)1/p, 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. �

Note that we replace 1− t and t by general coefficients α > 0 and β > 0, then similar results
holds naturally.

(ii) Lp,s inf-sup-convolution for 0 < p < 1. In the following, we address an extension
on the Lp convolution when p ∈ (0, 1) under the inspiration of Lemma 2.5. To begin with, we
recall that in [41] the authors extended the definition of the Lp Minkowski combinations due
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to Firey to the case of p ∈ (0,∞]. They considered, for convex bodies K,L ∈ Kn
(o) and scalars

α, β > 0, the Wulff shape [15] given by
(16)

α ·pK+pβ ·pL =
⋂

u∈Sn−1

{
x ∈ Rn : 〈x, u〉 ≤ (αhK(u)

p + βhL(u)
p)

1
p

}
= [(αhK(u)

p + βhL(u)
p)

1
p ],

where the Wulff shape of a function f ∈ C+(Sn−1) is

[f ] =
⋂

u∈Sn−1

{x ∈ Rn : 〈x, u〉 ≤ f(u)} .

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 (16) to general non-empty Borel sets in
Rn 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 α, β > 0, we define Lp summation for A and B as

(17) α ·p A+p β ·p B :=
⋂

0≤λ≤1

α
1
p (1− λ)

1
qA+ β

1
pλ

1
qB,

where 1
p
+ 1

q
= 1.

It can be checked that formula (17) naturally glues with the definition of the Lp 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 (16) and (17) coincide on the class Kn
(o) for 0 < p < 1.

Proof. Let K,L ∈ Kn
(o) and α, β > 0. Then

⋂

0≤λ≤1

α
1
p (1− λ)

1
qK + β

1
pλ

1
qL

=
⋂

0≤λ≤1

⋂

u∈Sn−1

{
x ∈ Rn : 〈x, u〉 ≤ h

α
1
p (1−λ)

1
q K

(u) + h
β

1
p λ

1
q L
(u)
}

=
⋂

0≤λ≤1

⋂

u∈Sn−1

{
x ∈ Rn : 〈x, u〉 ≤ α

1
p (1− λ)

1
qhK(u) + β

1
pλ

1
qhL(u)

}

=
⋂

u∈Sn−1

{
x ∈ Rn : 〈x, u〉 ≤ inf

{
α

1
p (1− λ)

1
qhK(u) + β

1
pλ

1
qhL(u) : 0 ≤ λ ≤ 1

}}
.

Using Lemma 2.5 (3), we see that

inf
{
α

1
p (1− λ)

1
qhK(u) + β

1
pλ

1
qhL(u) : 0 ≤ λ ≤ 1

}
= (αhK(u)

p + βhL(u)
p)

1
p .

This confirms the assertion of this proposition. �
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With the formula (17) and the above proposition in hand, we are in a position to define a
functional counterpart of the Lp Minkowski combinition in the setting p ∈ (0, 1) that coincides
with Definition 2.1 in the case p = 1, which we refer to as the Lp,s inf-sup convolution for
functions.

Definition 2.8. Let 0 < p < 1, 1/p + 1/q = 1 and s ∈ [−∞,∞]. Given Borel measurable
functions f, g : Rn → R+, each having support containing the origin in their interior, we define
the Lp,s inf-sup-convolution of f and g with weights α, β > 0 to be

(18) [α×p,sf⊕p,sβ×p,sg](z) := inf
0≤λ≤1



 sup

z=α
1
p (1−λ)

1
q x+β

1
p λ

1
q y

M

(

(1−λ)
1
q ,λ

1
q

)

s

(
α

1
sp f(x), β

1
sp g(y)

)


 .

The next result concerns some critical properties of the Lp,s inf-sup-convolution (18) and
the proofs are similar to those of Proposition 2.3.

Proposition 2.9. Let h, f, g : Rn → R+ be Borel measurable, not identically zero with supports
containing the origin in their interiors, functions defined on Rn. Let s ∈ [−∞,∞], 0 < p < 1,
and α, β, γ > 0. Then the following hold:

(a) Homogeneity:

(α×p,s f)⊕p,s (β ×p,s g) = (α + β)×p,s

[(
α

α + β
×p,s f

)
⊕p,s

(
β

α + β
×p,s g

)]

for s 6= ±∞.
(b) Measurability: (α ×p,s f) ⊕p,s (β ×p,s g) is measurable whenever both f and g are Borel

measurable.
(c) Commutativity: (α×p,s f)⊕p,s (β ×p,s g) = (β ×p,s g)⊕p,s (α×p,s f).
(d) When f = χA and g = χB for some pair of non-empty Borel sets A,B ⊂ Rn with the

origin in their interior, and t ∈ (0, 1), one has that

[(1− t)×p,s f ⊕p,s t×p,s g] = χ(1−t)·pA+pt·pB.

Proof. For (a)-(c), the proofs follow similar lines to Proposition 2.3 (a)-(c) with p ≥ 1 by
changing “ sup ” to “ inf ”, and “ ∩ ” to “ ∪ ” correspondingly with 0 < p < 1. The proof of
(d) follows similar lines to Proposition 2.7.

�

Remark 2.10. Associativity doesn’t holds as [(α ×p,s f) ⊕p,s (β ×p,s g)] ⊕p,s (γ ×p,s h) 6=
(α×p,s f)⊕p,s [(β ×p,s g)⊕p,s (γ ×p,s h)] with the Lp coefficients.

2.2. Lp,s Asplund summation for s-concave functions for p > 0. Next, we present the
definition of Lp,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) Lp,s Asplund summation for s-concave functions for p ≥ 1. Recall the Lp (or Lp,0)
Asplund summations for functions using the Lp operations �p for convex functions defined
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in [28] as follows. Let p ≥ 1. Given α, β > 0 and u, v ∈ Cs(R
n),

(19) [(α⊠p u)⊞p (β ⊠p v)](x) := {(α(u∗(x))p + β(v∗(x))p)1/p}∗.

In the case p = 0, it becomes

[(α⊠0 u)⊞0 (β ⊠0 v)](x) := [(u∗(x))α(v∗(x))β]∗.

Therefore, we give the Lp,s Asplund summation for functions in Fs(R
n) in the same manner.

Definition 2.11. For p ≥ 1, s ∈ (−∞,∞), given f, g ∈ Fs(R
n), we define the Lp,s Asplund

summation as

(α ·p,s f) ⋆p,s (β ·p,s g) :=
(
1− s[(α⊠p u)⊞p (β ⊠p v)]

) 1
s

+
,

where u and v are base functions for f and g, respectively.

It was shown in [28, Proposition 3.2] that [(α⊠p u)⊞p (β ⊠p v)] ∈ Cs(R
n) whenever u, v ∈

Cs(R
n) and p ≥ 1. A similar definition for p ∈ (0, 1) was introduced in [54]. Here we give

a similar Lp,s Asplund summation for s-concave functions for 0 < p < 1 using the Legendre
transformation for the convex functions.

(ii) Lp,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)
1/s
+ ∈ Fs(R

n) to be

hf = (uf)
∗,

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 : Rn → [0,∞] be a lower semi-continuous function (which may or
may not be convex) with u(x) ≥ u(o) = 0 for all x ∈ Rn. For s ∈ (−∞,∞), the s-Alexandrov

Function of u is A[u]s = (1− su∗)
1/s
+ .

Note that f is the largest s-concave function with hf ≤ (uf)
∗. We then define the Lp,s

Asplund summation for 0 < p < 1 using the Legendre transformation of the base functions,
i.e., hf = (uf)

∗ as follows.

Definition 2.13. For 0 < p < 1, s ∈ (−∞,∞), given f, g ∈ Fs(R
n) with hf , hg ≥ 0, we

define the Lp,s Asplund summation α ·p,s f ⋆p,s β ·p,s g with weights α, β ≥ 0 as

α ·p,s f ⋆p,s β ·p,s g = A
[(
αhpf + βhpg

)1/p]

s
.

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 Lp supremal-convolution and the Lp,s Asplund
summation using the base functions coincide with each other in F0(R

n) which generalized
the results of [53, Proposition 10] in next subsection. This connection is however only works
for the coefficients 1− t and t, 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 Lp,s convolutions and Lp,s Asplund summation. Next inspired
by (12) for p = 1, we compare the Lp,s convolutions and Lp,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(Rn), that is, the only transformation that satisfies the conditions:

u∗∗ = u and u∗ ≥ v∗ whenever u, v ∈ Cvx(Rn) satisfy u ≤ v,

we give a detailed proof of the following properties.

Proposition 2.14. (1) Let p ≥ 1, f, g ∈ F0(R
n) (s = 0) be of the form f = e−u and g = e−v

for some u, v ∈ Cs(R
n). Then the following equality holds:

[(1− t)×p,0 f ]⊕p,0 [t×p,0 g](z) = e−
(
M

((1−t),t)
p (u∗(z),v∗(z))

)∗
.

(2) Let p ≥ 1, s 6= 0, f, g ∈ Fs(R
n) be of the form f = (1− su)

1/s
+ and g = (1− sv)

1/s
+ , for

some u, v ∈ Cs(R
n). Then the following inequality holds:

[(1− t)×p,s f ]⊕p,s [t×p,s g](z) ≤
(
(1− s(M ((1−t),t)

p (u∗(z), v∗(z)))∗
)1/s
+
.

(3) Let 0 < p < 1, f, g ∈ Fs(R
n) be of the form f = (1 − su)

1/s
+ and g = (1 − sv)

1/s
+ for

some u, v ∈ Cs(R
n). Then the following inequality holds:

[(1− t)×p,s f ]⊕p,s [t×p,s g](z) ≥
(
1− s(M ((1−t),t)

p (u∗(z), v∗(z)))∗
)1/s
+

for s > 0;

[(1− t)×p,s f ]⊕p,s [t×p,s g](z) ≤
(
1− s(M ((1−t),t)

p (u∗(z), v∗(z)))∗
)1/s
+

for s < 0.

Proof. (1) For p ≥ 1, it follows from the definition of Lp,s supremal-convolution for s = 0 in
Definition 2.1 and (9) that

([(1− t)×p,0 f ]⊕p,0 [t×p,0 g])(z) = sup
0≤λ≤1

[(Cp,λ,t ×0 f)⊕0 (Dp,λ,t ×0 g)(z)]

= sup
0≤λ≤1

[
sup

z=Cp,λ,tx+Dp,λ,ty
e−Cp,λ,tu(x)+Dp,λ,tv(y)

]

= sup
0≤λ≤1

e− infz=Cp,λ,tx+Dp,λ,ty
[Cp,λ,tu(x)+Dp,λ,tv(y)]

= sup
0≤λ≤1

e−[Cp,λ,t×u�Dp,λ,t×v](z)

= e− inf0≤λ≤1[Cp,λ,tu
∗(z)+Dp,λ,tv

∗(z)]∗

= e−[sup0≤λ≤1(Cp,λ,tu
∗(z)+Dp,λ,tv

∗(z))]
∗

= e−(M
((1−t),t)
p (u∗(z),v∗(z)))∗ .

Above we have also used the identity (11), [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 2.5 (1).
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(2) For p ≥ 1 and s > 0, we observe similarly that

([(1− t)×p,s f ]⊕p,s [t×p,s g])(z)
s

= sup
0≤λ≤1

[(Cp,λ,t ×s f)⊕s (Dp,λ,t ×s g)(z)]

= sup
0≤λ≤1

sup
z=Cp,λ,tx+Dp,λ,ty

[Cp,λ,t − sCp,λ,tu(x) +Dp,λ,t − sDp,λ,tv(y)]

= sup
0≤λ≤1

[
Cp,λ,t +Dp,λ,t − s inf

z=Cp,λ,tx+Dp,λ,ty
(Cp,λ,tu(x) +Dp,λ,tv(y))

]

= sup
0≤λ≤1

[
Cp,λ,t +Dp,λ,t − s(Cp,λ,tu

∗(z) +Dp,λ,tv
∗(z))∗

]

≤ sup
0≤λ≤1

(Cp,λ,t +Dp,λ,t)− s inf
0≤λ≤1

(Cp,λ,tu
∗(z) +Dp,λ,tv

∗(z))∗

≤ 1− s(M ((1−t),t)
p (u∗(z), v∗(z)))∗.

Above we have used the Hölder’s identity Cp,λ,t + Dp,λ,t ≤ 1, (11), [51, Theorem 11.23 (d)]
together with the Fenchel-Moreau theorem, and Lemma 2.5 (1).

For s < 0, it can be proved in a similar way as

([(1− t)×p,s f ]⊕p,s [t×p,s g])(z)
s

= sup
0≤λ≤1

[(Cp,λ,t ×s f)⊕s (Dp,λ,t ×s g)(z)]

= sup
0≤λ≤1

sup
z=Cp,λ,tx+Dp,λ,ty

[Cp,λ,t − sCp,λ,tu(x) +Dp,λ,t − sDp,λ,tv(y)]

= sup
0≤λ≤1

[
Cp,λ,t +Dp,λ,t − s sup

z=Cp,λ,tx+Dp,λ,ty
(Cp,λ,tu(x) +Dp,λ,tv(y))

]

≥ sup
0≤λ≤1

[
Cp,λ,t +Dp,λ,t − s inf

z=Cp,λ,tx+Dp,λ,ty
(Cp,λ,tu(x) +Dp,λ,tv(y))

]

= sup
0≤λ≤1

[
Cp,λ,t +Dp,λ,t − s(Cp,λ,tu

∗(z) +Dp,λ,tv
∗(z))∗

]

≥ sup
0≤λ≤1

(Cp,λ,t +Dp,λ,t)− s inf
0≤λ≤1

(Cp,λ,tu
∗(z) +Dp,λ,tv

∗(z))∗

≥ 1− s(M ((1−t),t)
p (u∗(z), v∗(z)))∗,

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

([(1− t)×p,s f ]⊕p,s [t×p,s g])(z)
s

= inf
0≤λ≤1

[(Cp,λ,t ×s f)⊕s (Dp,λ,t ×s g)(z)]

= inf
0≤λ≤1

sup
z=Cp,λ,tx+Dp,λ,ty

[Cp,λ,t − sCp,λ,tu(x) +Dp,λ,t − sDp,λ,tv(y)]

= inf
0≤λ≤1

[
Cp,λ,t +Dp,λ,t − s inf

z=Cp,λ,tx+Dp,λ,ty
(Cp,λ,tu(x) +Dp,λ,tv(y))

]
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= inf
0≤λ≤1

[
Cp,λ,t +Dp,λ,t − s(Cp,λ,tu

∗(z) +Dp,λ,tv
∗(z))∗

]

≥ inf
0≤λ≤1

(Cp,λ,t +Dp,λ,t)− s sup
0≤λ≤1

(Cp,λ,tu
∗(z) +Dp,λ,tv

∗(z))∗

≥ 1− s(M ((1−t),t)
p (u∗(z), v∗(z)))∗.

Above we have used the reverse Hölder’s identity Cp,λ,t +Dp,λ,t ≥ 1 for 0 < p < 1, (11), [51,
Theorem 11.23 (d)], and Lemma 2.5 (3).

For s < 0, it can be proved in a similar way as

[(1− t)×p,s f ]⊕p,s [t×p,s g](z)

= inf
0≤λ≤1

sup
z=Cp,λ,tx+Dp,λ,ty

[
[Cp,λ,t − sCp,λ,tu(x) +Dp,λ,t − sDp,λ,tv(y)]

]1/s

=
[
sup

0≤λ≤1
inf

z=Cp,λ,tx+Dp,λ,ty
[Cp,λ,t − sCp,λ,tu(x) +Dp,λ,t − sDp,λ,tv(y)]

]1/s

=
[
sup

0≤λ≤1

(
[Cp,λ,t +Dp,λ,t]− s inf

z=Cp,λ,tx+Dp,λ,ty
[Cp,λ,tu(x) +Dp,λ,tv(y)]

)]1/s

≤
[
1− s sup

0≤λ≤1
(Cp,λ,tu

∗(z) +Dp,λ,tv
∗(z))∗

]1/s

=
[
1− s( inf

0≤λ≤1
Cp,λ,tu

∗(z) +Dp,λ,tv
∗(z))∗

]1/s

≤
[
1− s(M ((1−t),t)

p (u∗(z), v∗(z)))∗
]1/s

,

as desired. �

3. New Lp-Borell-Brascamp-Lieb type inequalities

In this section, we will present several Lp-Borell-Brascamp-Lieb type inequalities related
to the Lp,s supremal-convolution. Firstly, in Subsection 3.1 we extend the Borell-Brascamp-
Lieb inequality in [13][Theorem 4.1 and 4.2] to the Lp case as Theorem 3.1 and Theorem
3.3. Secondly, we give different improvement methods of Lp-Borell-Brascamp-Lieb inequality
in [56] for s ≥ 0 to s ∈ [−∞,∞] including using mass transportation with matrix inequality
and applying the result of classical Borell-Brascamp-Lieb inequality in Subsection 3.2.

3.1. A Novel Lp-Borell-Brascamp-Lieb inequality for p ≥ 1. Recall in [13, Page 22]
that functional Ω : B → R+ (for example, capacity or the measure of a set in Rn), where B

denotes the class of Borel subsets of Rn, is said to be monotone if,

Ω(A0) ≤ Ω(A1), whenever A0 ⊂ A1,

and γ-concave, with γ ∈ [−∞,∞] and t ∈ [0, 1], if

Ω((1− t)A0 + tA1)) ≥M ((1−t),t)
γ (Ω(A0),Ω(A1))

for all Borel sets A0, A1 ∈ B, with Ω(A0),Ω(A1) > 0. We always take the convention that
Ω(∅) = 0 and Ω(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 Rn (n ≥ 2), the variational p-capacity of S for p ∈ (1, n)
is defined by

Capp(S) = inf

{∫

Rn

|∇f |p dx : f ∈ C∞
c (Rn) and f(x) ≥ 1 for all x ∈ S

}
,

where C∞
c (Rn) denotes the class of all infinitely differentiable functions with compact support

in Rn. If Ω = Capp, then Capp is 1
n−p

concave for p ∈ (1, n) (as shown in [25, Theorem 1]) on

the class Kn
o of convex bodies in Rn.

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

Ω̃(f) :=

∫ ∞

0

Ω({x ∈ Rn : f(x) ≥ r})dr.

Inspired by [13], we change the original condition with extra the power condition with param-
eter γ for the triple of functions (h, f, g), particularly for terms inside h (in dimension 1) in
Theorem 3.3 in the Lp case and obtain the so-called Lp,γ Borell-Brascamp-Lieb inequality in R

generalizing [13, Theorem 4.1]. Further we establish a Lp-Borell-Brascamp-Lieb type inequal-

ity in Theorem 3.1 with the Ω̃ which recovers a slight modification of Borell-Brascamp-Lieb
inequality [13, Theorem 4.2] for p = 1 as follows.

Theorem 3.1. Let Ω : B → R+ be α-concave. Let p, q ∈ [1,∞] be such that 1/p + 1/q = 1.
Let α ∈ [−1,+∞] and γ ∈ [−α,∞). Suppose that h, f, g : Rn → R+ are a triple of integrable
Borel measurable (respectively, quasi-concave functions) that satisfy the condition

h (Cp,λ,tx+Dp,λ,ty) ≥ [Cp,λ,tf(x)
α +Dp,λ,tg(y)

α]
1
α(20)

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

Ω̃(h) ≥
[
(1− t)Ω̃(f)β + tΩ̃(g)β

] 1
β
, β =

pαγ

α + γ
.

Remark 3.2. The version of Theorem 3.1 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 Lp case inspired by the proof in [13].

The proof of the Theorem relies on the following one-dimensional result when

Ω̃(h) =

∫

R

h(x)dx.

Theorem 3.3. (Lp,γ Borell-Brascamp-Lieb inequality in R) Let p, q ∈ [1,∞] be such
that 1/p + 1/q = 1. Let t ∈ (0, 1), α ∈ [−1,+∞] and γ ∈ [−α,∞). Let h, f, g : (0,∞) → R+

be a triple of integrable functions that satisfy the condition

h
(
(Cp,λ,tx

γ +Dp,λ,ty
γ)

1
γ

)
≥ [Cp,λ,tf(x)

α +Dp,λ,tg(y)
α]

1
α(21)
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for every x ∈ supp(f), y ∈ supp(g), and λ ∈ (0, 1) whenever f(x)g(y) > 0. Then the following
integral inequality holds:

(22)

∫ ∞

0

h(x)dx ≥

(
(1− t)

(∫ ∞

0

f(x)dx

)β

+ t

(∫ ∞

0

g(x)dx

)β
) 1

β

,

where β = pαγ
α+γ

.

The proof of Theorem 3.3 is postponed until the next section, as it requires division into
several steps. For now we prove Theorem 3.1 firstly.

Proof of Theorem 3.1. We denote by

Cm(r) = {x ∈ Rn : m(x) ≥ 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) Ch(τ
γ
λ ) ⊃ Cp,λ,tCf(r) +Dp,λ,tCg(s), τaλ := [Cp,λ,tr

a +Dp,λ,ts
a]

1
a , a ∈ [−∞,∞]

holds for all λ ∈ (0, 1) whenever r, s > 0 satisfies Ω(Cf(r)) > 0 and Ω(Cg(r)) > 0. Indeed, if
for some fixed λ0 ∈ (0, 1), z ∈ Cp,λ0,tCf(r)+Dp,λ0,tCg(s), then there exist some x ∈ Cf(r) and
y ∈ Cg(s) such that

z = Cp,λ0,tx+Dp,λ0,ty.

Using the assumption (20), we have that

h(z) = h (Cp,λ0,tx+Dp,λ0,ty)

≥ [Cp,λ0,tf(x)
α +Dp,λ0,tg(y)

α]
1
α

≥ ταλ0
,

which establishes the inclusion (23) for every fixed λ0 ∈ (0, 1).
Consider the functions h̄, f̄ , ḡ : (0,∞) → R+, the composition of Ω and super level sets,

defined, respectively, by

h̄(r) := Ω(Ch(r)), f̄(r) := Ω(Cf (r)), ḡ(r) := Ω(Cg(r)).

By the monotonicity and α-concavity of Ω and the inclusion (23), this triple of functions
satisfy

h̄
[
(Cp,λ,tr

γ +Dp,λ,tr
γ)

1
γ

]

= Ω(Ch(τ
γ
λ ))

≥ Ω (Cp,λ,tCf(r) +Dp,λ,tCg(s))

≥

[
Cp,λ,tΩ(Cf(r))

α + (1− Cp,λ,t) Ω

(
Dp,λ,t

1− Cp,λ,t

Cg(s)

)α] 1
α

≥
[
Cp,λ,tf̄(r)

α +Dp,λ,tḡ(s)
α
] 1

α
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holds for every r, s > 0 and λ ∈ (0, 1) whenever f̄(r)ḡ(s) > 0. Above we have used Hölder’s
inequality to conclude that for p ≥ 1, Cp,λ,t +Dp,λ,t ≤ 1.

Therefore, the triple of functions {f̄ , ḡ, h̄} satisfy the hypothesis of Theorem 3.3 (21), and
therefore

Ω̃(h) =

∫ ∞

0

h̄(r)dr

≥

[
(1− t)

(∫ ∞

0

f̄(r)dr

)β

+ t

(∫ ∞

0

ḡ(r)dr

)β
] 1

β

=
[
(1− t)Ω (f)β + tΩ (g)β

] 1
β
,

where β = pαγ
α+γ

, as desired formula (22). �

The proof of Theorem 3.3 is inspired by the work of Ball [9] and Bobkov, Colesanti, and
Fragalà [13] for different cases for γ with details as follows.

Proof of Theorem 3.3. 1 The case γ = 1. Assume that γ = 1 and let α ∈ [−1,∞]. For
the case α ≥ 0, we already handled in our other paper [56]. Therefore, we may assume that
α ∈ [−1, 0).

Fix λ ∈ (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

Mλ = [Cp,λ,t‖f‖
α
∞ +Dp,λ,t‖g‖

α
∞]

1
α .

Using the assumptions placed on the triple h, f, g (21), we see that, for any x ∈ supp(f) and
y ∈ supp(g), one has

h (Cp,λ,tx+Dp,λ,ty)

≥ [Cp,λ,tf(x)
α +Dp,λ,tg(y)

α]1/α

=Mλ

[
Cp,λ,t

(
‖f‖∞
Mλ

)α

f̄(x)α +Dp,λ,t

(
‖g‖∞
Mλ

)α

ḡ(y)α
]1/α

=Mλ

[
(1− θ)f̄(x)α + θḡ(y)α

] 1
α , θ = Dp,λ,t

(
‖g‖∞
Mλ

)α

, f̄ =
f

‖f‖∞
, ḡ =

g

‖g‖∞
,

≥Mλ min{f̄(x), ḡ(y)}.

Therefore, by letting hλ := h
Mλ

, we see that

{hλ ≥ η} ⊃ Cp,λ,t{f̄ ≥ η}+Dp,λ,t{ḡ ≥ η}

for all η ∈ [0, 1] whenever x ∈ {f̄ ≥ η} and y ∈ {ḡ ≥ η}. Hence, using Fubini’s theorem and
the Brunn-Minkowski inequality in dimension one vol1(A+B) ≥ vol1(A)+vol1(B) where vol1
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denotes the volume of set in R, we see that
∫ ∞

0

h(x)dx =Mλ

∫ ∞

0

hλ(x)dx

=Mλ

∫ 1

0

vol1({hλ ≥ η})dη

=Mλ

∫ 1

0

vol1(Cp,λ,t{f̄ ≥ η}+Dp,λ,t{ḡ ≥ η})dη

=Mλ

(
Cp,λ,t

(∫ ∞

0

f̄(x)dx

)
+Dp,λ,t

(∫ ∞

0

ḡ(x)dx

))

=

[
(1− λ)

((
1− t

1− λ

) 1
αp

‖f‖∞

)α

+ λ

((
t

λ

) 1
αp

‖g‖∞

)α] 1
α

×

[
(1− λ)

(
1− t

1− λ

) 1
p
(∫ ∞

0

f̄(x)dx

)
+ λ

(
t

λ

) 1
p
(∫ ∞

0

ḡ(x)dx

)]

≥

[
Cp,λ,t

(∫ ∞

0

f(x)dx

) α
α+1

+Dp,λ,t

(∫ ∞

0

g(x)dx

) α
α+1

]α+1
α

,

where in the last line we have used the fact that α > −1 together with the generalized Hölder
inequality; i.e., for all u1, u2, v1, v2 ≥ 0 and λ ∈ (0, 1), t ∈ [0, 1], it holds

(24) M
Cp,λ,t,Dp,λ,t
α1 (u1, v1)M

Cp,λ,t,Dp,λ,t
α2 (u2, v2) ≥ M

Cp,λ,t,Dp,λ,t
α0 (u1u2, v1v2),

whenever

α1 + α2 > 0,
1

α0
=

1

α1
+

1

α2
.

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

∫ ∞

0

h(x)dx ≥ sup
0<λ<1

[
Cp,λ,t

(∫ ∞

0

f(x)dx

) α
α+1

+Dp,λ,t

(∫ ∞

0

g(x)dx

) α
α+1

]α+1
α

.

By optimizing over λ, with α ∈ (−1, 0), together with Lemma 2.5 (2), we see

∫ ∞

0

h(x)dx ≥

[
(1− t)

(∫ ∞

0

f(x)dx

) pα
α+1

+ t

(∫ ∞

0

g(x)dx

) pα
α+1

]α+1
αp

,

which completes the proof for γ = 1.
2 The case γ = 0. Suppose that γ = 0. Consider the functions m, d, n : R \ {0} → R+

defined by

m(x) := h(ex)ex, d(x) := f(ex)ex, n(x) := g(ex)ex.
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Then, for any ex ∈ supp(f), ey ∈ supp(g), and λ ∈ (0, 1), applying the assumption (21), one
has

m (Cp,λ,tx+Dp,λ,ty) = h
(
eCp,λ,tx+Dp,λ,ty

)
eCp,λ,tx+Dp,λ,ty

≥ [f(ex)ex]Cp,λ,t [g(ey)ey]Dp,λ,t

= d(x)Cp,λ,tn(y)Dp,λ,t.

(25)

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

(26) h(Cp,λ,tx+Dp,λ,ty) ≥ f(x)Cp,λ,tg(y)Dp,λ,t

for every x ∈ supp(f), y ∈ supp(g), and every 0 < λ < 1. The the following integral inequality
holds:

∫

Rn

hdµ ≥ sup
0<λ<1





[(
1− t

1− λ

)1−λ(
t

λ

)λ
]n

p (∫

Rn

f(
1−t
1−λ)

1
p

dµ

)1−λ(∫

Rn

g(
t
λ)

1
p

dµ

)λ



 .

According to inequality (25), the triple of functions (m, d, n) satisfy the condition in dimen-
sion 1 (26), and therefore

(27)

∫

R

mdx ≥ sup
0<λ<1





[(
1− t

1− λ

)1−λ(
t

λ

)λ
]n

p (∫

R

d(
1−t
1−λ)

1
p

dx

)1−λ(∫

R

n(
t
λ)

1
p

dx

)λ



 .

Therefore by choosing λ = t, we can see that
∫

R

m(x)dx ≥

(∫

R

d(x)dx

)1−t(∫

R

n(x)dx

)t

.

Finally, note that ∫

R

m(x)dx =

∫

R

h(ex)exdx =

∫ ∞

0

h(x)dx,

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

Next we consider γ 6= 0, 1. Suppose that γ ∈ (−∞, 1)\{0}. Let −γ ≤ α ≤ ∞ with γ > −∞.
Consider the triple of functions w, u, v defined by

w(x) = h(x1/γ), u(x) = f(x1/γ), v(x) = g(x1/γ).

Using the assumption (21), we see that

w (Cp,λ,tx+Dp,λ,ty) = h
(
(Cp,λ,tx+Dp,λ,ty)

1
γ

)

≥
[
Cp,λ,tf(x

1/γ)α +Dp,λ,tg(y
1/γ)α

] 1
α

= [Cp,λ,tu(x)
α +Dp,λ,tv(y)

α]
1
α

(28)
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holds whenever x1/γ ∈ supp(f), y1/γ ∈ supp(g), and any λ ∈ (0, 1).
Set δ = γ

1−γ
, and fix λ ∈ (0, 1). Let

A = [Cp,λ,t +Dp,λ,t]
1
α , B = [Cp,λ,t +Dp,λ,t]

1
δ ,

and

θ =
Dp,λ,t

Cp,λ,t +Dp,λ,t

∈ [0, 1].

Then, for any z = Cp,λ,tx +Dp,λ,ty, with x
1/γ ∈ supp(f) and y1/γ ∈ supp(g), the generalized

generalized Hölder inequality (24) and inequality (28) yield that

w(z)z
1
δ ≥ [Cp,λ,tu(x)

α +Dp,λ,tv(y)
α]

1
α

×
[
Cp,λ,t(x

1/δ)δ +Dp,λ,t(y
1/δ)δ

] 1
δ

= AB[(1− θ)u(x)α + θv(y)α]
1
α

[
(1− θ)(x1/δ)δ + θ(y1/δ)δ

] 1
δ

≥ AB
[
(1− θ)(u(x)x1/δ)α0 + θ(v(y)y1/δ)α0

] 1
α0

=
[
Cp,λ,t(u(x)x

1/δ)α0 +Dp,λ,t(v(y)y
1/δ)α0

] 1
α0

where α0 is defined by
1

α0

=
1

α
+

1

δ
=

1

α
+

1

γ
− 1.

Therefore, the triple

(29) (w(z)z1/δ, u(x)x1/δ, v(y)y1/δ)

satisfy the conditions of the Lp-Borell-Brascamp-Lieb inequality (30), provided α0 ≥ −1; in
which case, we would have

∫ ∞

0

w(z)z1/δdz ≥

(
(1− t)

(∫ ∞

0

u(x)x1/δdx

)β

+ t

(∫ ∞

0

v(y)y1/δdy

)β
] 1

β

,

where β = pαγ
α+γ

. Finally, using the fact that
∫ ∞

0

u(x)x1/δdx =

∫ ∞

0

f
(
x1/γ

)
x1/γ−1dx = |γ|

∫ ∞

0

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 3.3, provided that

(a) α + δ > 0;
(b) α0 ≥ −1.

For the remain cases to γ, they have similar proofs for 3 The case 0 < γ < 1, 4 The
case −∞ < γ < 0, and 4 The case γ = −∞ in [13, Page 19] by using Lp coefficients.

�

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 3.1 for certain choices of the

functional Ω̃. The first consequence comes by choosing Ω̃(·) = µ(·) a α-concave measure on Rn

with α ≥ −1. We obtain a Lp-Borell-Brascamp-Lieb type inequality for integrals of functions
when integrated with respect to µ.

Corollary 3.5. Let p, q ∈ [1,∞] be such that 1/p+1/q = 1. Suppose that α ≥ −1 and suppose
that µ is an α-concave measure on the class of Borel measurable subsets of Rn (respectively,
Kn

(o)). Let γ ≥ −α. Suppose that h, f, g : Rn → R+ are a triple of integrable Borel measurable

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

h (Cp,λ,tx+Dp,λ,ty) ≥ [Cp,λ,tf(x)
α +Dp,λ,tg(y)

α]
1
α

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

∫

Rn

h(x)dµ(x) ≥

[
(1− t)

(∫

Rn

f(x)dµ(x)

)β

+ t

(∫

Rn

g(x)dµ(x)

)β
] 1

β

, β =
pαγ

α + γ
.

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

Theorem 3.6. Let p ≥ 1, −∞ < s < ∞, and t ∈ (0, 1). Let f, g, h : Rn → R+ be a triple of
bounded integrable functions. Suppose, in addition, that this triple satisfies the condition

(30) h (Cp,λ,tx+Dp,λ,ty) ≥ [Cp,λ,tf(x)
s +Dp,λ,tg(y)

s]
1
s

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

(31) I(h) ≥

{
M

((1−t),t)
γ1 (I(f), I(g)) , if s ≥ − 1

n
,

min
{
[Cp,λ,t]

1
γ I(f), [Dp,λ,t]

1
γ I(g)

)
, if s < − 1

n
,

for 0 ≤ λ ≤ 1, where γ1 = pγ and γ = s
1+ns

.

By the defitions of Lp,s supremal-convolution, we conclude that

(32) I((1− t)×p,s f ⊕p,s t×p,s g) ≥

{
M

((1−t),t)
γ1 (I(f), I(g)) , if s ≥ − 1

n
,

min
{
[Cp,λ,t]

1
γ I(f), [Dp,λ,t]

1
γ I(g)

)
, if s < − 1

n
.

(i) Proof of Lp-Borell-Brascamp-Lieb type inequality for s ∈ [−1/n,∞) 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 [10, 11, 30, 60], etc. Since the Lp-Borell-Brascamp-Lieb inequality includes
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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 3.6
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×n positive symmetric semi-definite matrices, and a, b ≥ 0. Then
one has that

det(aA+ bB)
1
n ≥ a det(A)

1
n + b det(B)

1
n .

Proof of Theorem 3.6 for s ≥ −1/n. Without loss of generality, we may assume that
I(f), I(g) = 1, and denote probability measures µ and ν defined on Rn satisfying dµ(y) =
f(y)dy and dν(y) = g(y)dy. Suppose that ρ is the uniform measure on [0, 1]n. Recall the proof
due to F. Barthe in [60, Page 188-189] relies on the concept of mass transportation. Since µ, ν
are probability measure on Rn which are absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue
measure on Rn there exist two convex functions ϕ1, ϕ2 : R

n → R, whose gradient maps ∇ϕ1

and ∇ϕ2, respectively transport ρ to µ and ρ to ν, i.e., (∇ϕ1)ρ = µ and (∇ϕ2)ρ = ν. The
change of variable formulas lead to the following results a.e. on [0, 1]n:

f(∇ϕ1(x)) det(Hess ϕ1(x)) = 1, g(∇ϕ2(x)) det(Hess ϕ2(x)) = 1,

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

Fix any λ ∈ [0, 1], and set ϕλ = Cp,λ,tϕ1+Dp,λ,tϕ2. By the change of variable, together with
(24), (30) and Lemma 3.7, we see that
∫

Rn

h(y)dy

≥

∫

[0,1]n
h(y)dy

=

∫

[0,1]n
h(∇ϕλ(x)) det(Hess ϕλ(x))dx

≥

∫

[0,1]n
h(Cp,λ,t∇ϕ1(x) +Dp,λ,t∇ϕ2(x))M

(Cp,λ,t,Dp,λ,t)
1
n

(det(Hess ϕ1(x)), det(Hess ϕ2(x))) dx

≥

∫

[0,1]n
M

(Cp,λ,t,Dp,λ,t)
s (f((∇ϕ1)(x)), g((∇ϕ2)(x)))

×M
(Cp,λ,t,Dp,λ,t)
1
n

(det(Hess ϕ1(x)), det(Hess ϕ2(x))) dx

≥

∫

[0,1]n
M

(Cp,λ,t,Dp,λ,t)
s

1+ns
(f((∇ϕ1)(x)) det(Hess ϕ1(x)), g((∇ϕ2)(x)) det(Hess ϕ2(x))) dx

=

∫

[0,1]n
[Cp,λ,t +Dp,λ,t]

1+ns
s dx.
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Therefore, as λ is arbitrary in [0, 1], we conclude that
∫

Rn

h(y)dy ≥ sup
0≤λ≤1

[Cp,λ,t +Dp,λ,t]
1+ns

s ≥ 1,

where if s ≥ 0, we choose λ = t, and if −1/n ≤ s < 0, we apply the Hölder inequality
Cp,λ,t +Dp,λ,t ≤ 1 for p ≥ 1, completing the proof.

�

(ii) Proof of Lp-Borell-Brascamp-Lieb inequality using classical Borell-Brascamp-
Lieb inequality. In the following, we will give another proof of Lp-Borell-Brascamp-Lieb
inequality in Theorem 3.6 for s ∈ (−∞,∞) 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 : Rn → R+ be integrable functions, −∞ < s < −1/n, and 0 ≤ t ≤ 1.
Then

(33)

∫

Rn

sup
z=(1−t)x+ty

[
(1− t)f(x)s + tg(y)s

]1/s
dz ≥ min

{
(1− t)n+1/sI(f), tn+1/sI(g)

}
.

Furthermore, we conclude from this lemma by the definition of supremal-convolution as

I((1− t)×s f ⊕s t×s g) ≥ min
{
(1− t)n+1/sI(f), tn+1/sI(g)

}
,

which complement the result for s in (5).

Proof of Theorem 3.6. First we provide the proof for s ≥ −1/n using the classical Borell-
Brascamp-Lieb inequality. Fix t ∈ (0, 1). For λ ∈ [0, 1], let

x̄ := (
1− λ

1− t
)
1
qx, ȳ := (

λ

t
)
1
q y

and

f̃(x̄) := (
1− λ

1− t
)

1
qs f(x), g̃(ȳ) := (

λ

t
)

1
qs g(y).

Then we have∫

Rn

sup
0≤λ≤1

sup
z=(1−t)1/p(1−λ)1/qx+t1/pλ1/qy

[(1− t)1/p(1− λ)1/qf(x)s + t1/pλ1/qg(y)s]1/sdz

≥ sup
0≤λ≤1

∫

Rn

sup
z=(1−t)1/p(1−λ)1/qx+t1/pλ1/qy

[(1− t)1/p(1− λ)1/qf(x)s + t1/pλ1/qg(y)s]1/sdz

= sup
0≤λ≤1

∫

Rn

sup

z=(1−t)[( 1−λ
1−t

)
1
q x]+t[(λ

t
)
1
q y]

{
(1− t)[(

1− λ

1− t
)

1
qs f(x)]s + t[(

λ

t
)

1
qsg(y)]s

}1/s
dz

= sup
0≤λ≤1

∫

Rn

sup
z=(1−t)x̄+tȳ

(1− t)[f̃(x̄)s + tg̃(ȳ)s]1/sdz
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≥ sup
0≤λ≤1

(
(1− t){

∫

Rn

f̃(x̄)dx̄}
s

1+ns + t{

∫

Rn

g̃(ȳ)dȳ}
s

1+ns

) 1+ns
s (by (5), BBL inequality)

= sup
0≤λ≤1

(
(1− t){

∫

Rn

(
1− λ

1− t
)
1+ns
qs f(ω)dω}

s
1+ns + t{

∫

Rn

(
λ

t
)
1+ns
qs g(γ)dγ}

s
1+ns

) 1+ns
s

≥ sup
0≤λ≤1

[
(1− t)1/p(1− λ)1/q

(
I(f)

) s
1+ns + t1/pλ1/q

(
I(g)

) s
1+ns

] 1+ns
s(34)

=
[
(1− t)

(
I(f)

) ps
1+ns + t

(
I(g)

) ps
1+ns

] 1+ns
ps

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
0≤λ≤1

[
(1− t)1/p(1− λ)1/q

(
I(f)

) s
1+ns + t1/pλ1/q

(
I(g)

) s
1+ns

] 1+ns
s

≥ inf
0≤λ≤1

[
(1− t)1/p(1− λ)1/q

(
I(f)

) s
1+ns + t1/pλ1/q

(
I(g)

) s
1+ns

] 1+ns
s

first together with Lemma 2.5 (1) afterwards, as desired.
For s < −1/n, by Lemma 3.8, we have

∫

Rn

sup
0≤λ≤1

sup
z=(1−t)1/p(1−λ)1/qx+t1/pλ1/qy

[(1− t)1/p(1− λ)1/qf(x)s + t1/pλ1/qg(y)s]1/sdz

≥ sup
0≤λ≤1

∫

Rn

sup
z=(1−t)x̄+tȳ

(1− t)[f̃(x̄)s + tg̃(ȳ)s]1/sdz

≥ sup
0≤λ≤1

min
{
(1− t)n+1/s

∫

Rn

f̃(x̄)dx̄, tn+1/s

∫

Rn

g̃(ȳ)dȳ
}

= sup
0≤λ≤1

min
{
(1− t)n+1/s

∫

Rn

(
1− λ

1− t
)
1+ns
qs f(ω)dω, tn+1/s

∫

Rn

(
λ

t
)
1+ns
qs g(γ)dγ

}

= sup
0≤λ≤1

min
{
(1− λ)

1+ns
ps (1− t)

1+ns
qs

∫

Rn

f(ω)dω, λ
1+ns
ps t

1+ns
qs

∫

Rn

g(γ)dγ
}

≥ min
{
C

1+ns
s

p,λ,t I(f), D
1+ns

s
p,λ,t I(g)

}

for 0 ≤ λ ≤ 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 f̃(x̄)
and g̃(x̄) also works in Theorem 3.3 but only for n = 1 and γ = 1.

4. Applications of Lp-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 3. Based on the restriction conditions on
Lp-Borell-Brascamp-Lieb type inequalities, we define the following concavity definitions in Lp

case for functions. It is inspired that if h = f = g in the Borell-Brascamp-Lieb inequality
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condition, it recovers the s-concavity definition. Therefore, by letting h = f = g in the
Lp-Borell-Brascamp-Lieb inequality condition, we provide the Lp,s concavity definitions.

Definition 4.1. Let p ≥ 1, 1/p+ 1/q = 1, and s ∈ [−∞,+∞].

(1) We say that a function f : Rn → R+ is Lp,s-concave if, for any pair x, y ∈ Rn, one has

f (Cp,λ,tx+Dp,λ,ty) ≥M
(Cp,λ,t,Dp,λ,t)
s (f(x), f(y))

for every λ ∈ [0, 1] and t ∈ [0, 1]. In this case,

f(z) ≥ sup
0≤λ≤1

sup
{
M

(Cp,λ,t,Dp,λ,t)
s (f(x), f(y)) : z = Cp,λ,tx+Dp,λ,ty

}
.

(2) Similarly, if s = −∞, the function f is said to be Lp-quasi-concave if, for any pair
x, y ∈ Rn, one has

f (Cp,λ,tx+Dp,λ,ty) ≥ min {f(x), f(y)}

for every λ ∈ [0, 1] and t ∈ [0, 1].
(3) If s = 0, the function f is said to be Lp-log-concave, if for any pair x, y ∈ Rn, one has

f (Cp,λ,tx+Dp,λ,ty) ≥ f(x)Cp,λ,tf(y)Dp,λ,t

for every λ ∈ [0, 1] and t ∈ [0, 1].
(4) We call the function f is said to be Lp,s-quasi-concave if, for any pair x, y ∈ Rn, one

has

f (Cp,λ,tx+Dp,λ,ty) ≥ min
{
Cs

p,λ,tf(x), D
s
p,λ,tf(y)

}

for every λ ∈ [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 Lp Borell-Brascamp-Lieb inequality for s < −1/n in Theorem 3.6.

Proposition 4.2. Let p ≥ 1 and s > 0. If f : Rn → R+ is an s-concave function whose
support contains the origin in its interior, then f is also Lp,s-concave.

Proof. We only show the proof for s 6= 0,±∞ as these cases are essentially identical. Let
t, λ ∈ [0, 1], 1/p+1/q = 1. Then, for any x, y ∈ Rn belonging to the support of f , we see that

f (Cp,λ,tx+Dp,λ,ty) = f

(
Cp,λ,tx+ (1− Cp,λ,t)

Dp,λ,t

1− Cp,λ,t
y

)

≥

[
Cp,λ,tf(x)

s + (1− Cp,λ,t)f

(
Dp,λ,t

1− Cp,λ,t
y

)s] 1
s

≥M
(Cp,λ,t,Dp,λ,t)
s (f(x), f(y)),

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

We have similar definitions for measures with the Lp coefficients.
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Definition 4.3. Let p ≥ 1, 1/p + 1/q = 1, and s ∈ [−∞,+∞]. We say that a non-negative
measure µ on Rn is Lp,s-concave if, for any pair of Borel measurable sets A,B ⊂ Rn, one has

µ (Cp,λ,tA+Dp,λ,tB) ≥M
(Cp,λ,t,Dp,λ,t)
s (µ(A), µ(B))

for every λ ∈ [0, 1] and t ∈ [0, 1]. Similarly, if s = −∞, the measure µ is said to be Lp,s-quasi-
concave if, for any pair of compact A,B ⊂ Rn, one has

µ (Cp,λ,tA +Dp,λ,tB) ≥ min {µ(A), µ(B)}

for every λ ∈ [0, 1] and t ∈ [0, 1]. Furthermore, if s = 0, the measure µ is said to be Lp,s-log-
concave if, for any pair of compact A,B ⊂ Rn, one has

µ (Cp,λ,tA+Dp,λ,tB) ≥ µ(A)Cp,λ,tµ(B)Dp,λ,t

for every λ ∈ [0, 1] and t ∈ [0, 1]. Moreover, we call the measure µ is said to be Lp,s-quasi-
concave if, for any pair of compact A,B ⊂ Rn, one has

µ (Cp,λ,tA+Dp,λ,tB) ≥ min
{
Cs

p,λ,tµ(A), D
s
p,λ,tµ(B)

}

for every λ ∈ [0, 1] and t ∈ [0, 1].

The next result concerns convolutions concavities related to the Lp,s-concave functions (see
also [59, Pages 643-644] for the case p = 1).

Theorem 4.4. Let p ≥ 1, 1/p + 1/q = 1, t ∈ [0, 1], and s, β ∈ [−∞,+∞] be such that
s + β ≥ 0. Let f, g : Rn → R+ be Lp,s-concave and Lp,β-concave, respectively. Then the
convolution of f and g,

(f ∗ g)(z) =

∫

Rn

f(x)g(z − x)dx,

satisfies one of the following:

(1) is Lp,(s−1+β−1+n)−1-concave whenever sβ
s+β

∈
[
− 1

n
,+∞

)
;

(2) is Lp,(s−1+β−1+n)-quasi-concave whenever sβ
s+β

∈
(
−∞,− 1

n

)
.

Proof. Let t ∈ [0, 1]. Since f, g are Lp,s-concave and Lp,β-concave, respectively, the condition
indicate that for fixed v, w ∈ Rn,

f (z) ≥ sup
0≤λ≤1

[
sup

z=Cp,λ,tx+Dp,λ,ty
M

(Cp,λ,t,Dp,λ,t)
s (f(x), f(y))

]
,

g (Cp,λ,tv +Dp,λ,tw − z) ≥ sup
0≤λ≤1

[
sup

z=Cp,λ,tx+Dp,λ,ty
M

(Cp,λ,t,Dp,λ,t)

β (g(v − x), g(w − y))

]
.

Therefore, by applying the generalized Hölder inequality, the formula (34) for γ = sβ
s+β

≥ −1/n,

and (33) for γ < −1/n, we obtain

(f ∗ g) (Cp,λ,tv +Dp,λ,tw)

=

∫

Rn

f(z)g (Cp,λ,tv +Dp,λ,tw − z) dz
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≥

∫

Rn

sup
0≤λ≤1

[
sup

z=Cp,λ,tx+Dp,λ,ty
M

(Cp,λ,t,Dp,λ,t)
s (f(x), f(y))M

(Cp,λ,t,Dp,λ,t)
β (g(v − x), g(w − y))

]
dz

≥

∫

Rn

sup
0≤λ≤1

[
sup

z=Cp,λ,tx+Dp,λ,ty
M

(Cp,λ,t,Dp,λ,t)
γ (f(x)g(v − x), f(y)g(w− y))

]
dz

=





sup0≤λ≤1

[
Cp,λ,t

(
(f ∗ g)(v)

)γ0 +Dp,λ,t

(
(f ∗ g)(w)

)γ0] 1
γ0 , if γ ≥ − 1

n
,

min
{
[Cp,λ,t]

1
γ0 (f ∗ g)(v), [Dp,λ,t]

1
γ0 (f ∗ g)(w)

}
, if γ < − 1

n
,

for all 0 ≤ λ ≤ 1, where γ0 =
γ

1+nγ
= (s−1 + β−1 + n)−1. Therefore,

(f ∗ g) (Cp,λ,tv +Dp,λ,tw)

≥






[
Cp,λ,t

(
(f ∗ g)(v)

)γ0 +Dp,λ,t

(
(f ∗ g)(w)

)γ0] 1
γ0 , if γ ≥ − 1

n
,

min
{
[Cp,λ,t]

1
γ0 (f ∗ g)(v), [Dp,λ,t]

1
γ0 (f ∗ g)(w)

}
, if γ < − 1

n
,

(35)

for all 0 ≤ λ ≤ 1. Therefore, f ∗ g is Lp,(s−1+β−1+n)−1-concave whenever sβ
s+β

∈
[
− 1

n
,+∞

)
, and

is Lp,(s−1+β−1+n)-quasi-concave whenever sβ
s+β

∈
(
−∞,− 1

n

)
. �

By the series of Lp,s concavity definitions, we deduce from Theorem 3.6 and formula (34)
that, if a measure has a density that is Lp,s-concave for s ≥ −1/n, then the measure itself
is Lp, s

1+ns
-concave, and Lp, 1+ns

s
-quasi-concave for s < −1/n. Therefore, we have the following

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

Corollary 4.5. Let K ⊂ Rn be a convex body containing the origin in its interior, H is
a (n − j)-dimensional subspace of Rn, and j ∈ {0, · · · , n − 1}. Let µ be a measure on Rn

whose density is Lp,s-concave for some s ∈ [−∞,+∞]; i.e., dµ(x)/dx = f(x) and f(x) is
Lp,s-concave. The function Ω: H → R+ given by

Ω(x) = µ(K ∩ (x+H)), x ∈ H

satisfies

(1) Ω is a Lp,γ-concave function on its support for s ≥ − 1
n−j

;

(2) Ω is a Lp, 1
γ
-quasi-concave function on its support for s < − 1

n−j

where γ = s
1+(n−j)s

.

Another Lγ
p,s concavity definition only works in 1-dimension space R by the restriction of

parameter γ, which is not applicable for measures either. Recall the condition in Lp,γ Borell-
Brascamp-Lieb inequality in R (21), that is,

h
(
(Cp,λ,tx

γ +Dp,λ,ty
γ)

1
γ

)
≥ [Cp,λ,tf(x)

α +Dp,λ,tg(y)
α]

1
α ,(36)

we define the following concavity definitions.

Definition 4.6. Let p ≥ 1, 1/p+ 1/q = 1, and s ∈ [−∞,+∞].
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(1) We say that a function f : R → R+ is Lγ
p,s-concave if, for any pair x, y ∈ R, one has

f
(
(Cp,λ,tx

γ +Dp,λ,ty
γ)

1
γ

)
≥M

(Cp,λ,t,Dp,λ,t)
s (f(x), f(y))

for every λ ∈ [0, 1] and t ∈ [0, 1].
(2) Similarly, if s = −∞, the function f is said to be Lγ

p-quasi-concave if, for any pair
x, y ∈ R, one has

f
(
(Cp,λ,tx

γ +Dp,λ,ty
γ)

1
γ

)
≥ min(f(x), f(y))

for every λ ∈ [0, 1] and t ∈ [0, 1].
(3) If s = 0, the function f is said to be Lγ

p-log-concave if, for any pair x, y ∈ R, one has

f
(
(Cp,λ,tx

γ +Dp,λ,ty
γ)

1
γ

)
≥ f(x)Cp,λ,tf(y)Dp,λ,t

for every λ ∈ [0, 1] and t ∈ [0, 1].
(4) We call the function f is said to be Lγ

p,s-quasi-concave if, for any pair x, y ∈ R, one
has

f
(
(Cp,λ,tx

γ +Dp,λ,ty
γ)

1
γ

)
≥ min(Cs

p,λ,tf(x), D
s
p,λ,tf(y))

for every λ ∈ [0, 1] and t ∈ [0, 1].

It is easy to see that Lγ
p,s coincides with Lp,s concavity when γ = 1 and n = 1.

5. Integral representation of Lp,s mixed quermassintegral for functions

In this section, we mainly focus on the extension of Lp Brunn-Minkowski theory including
mixed p-quermassintegrals and their integral representation formulas for convex bodies in [40]
to the space of Fs(R

n) endowed with the Lp,s summations introduced in Section 2. Therefore,
we analyze the properties of projection for functions and Lp,s supremal-convolution in Sub-
section 5.1 and for Lp,s Asplund summation in Subsection 5.2, respectively. In conclusion, we
obtain the integral representation of Lp,s mixed quermassintegral for functions via variation
formula of Lp,s Asplund summation. This works as it is reasonable to take the first variation
formula with the linear coefficients for Lp mean of base functions and Legendre transformation
similar to Lp mean of support functions for convex bodies in (2).

To begin with, recall the following classes of functions:

Fs(R
n) =

{
f : Rn → R+, f is s-concave, u.s.c, f ∈ L1(Rn), f(o) = ‖f‖∞ > 0

}
,

Cs(R
n) =

{
u : Rn → R+ ∪ {+∞}, u is convex, l.s.c, u(o) = 0, lim

x→∞

u(x)

‖x‖
= +∞

}
.
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5.1. Projection for functions and Lp,s supremal-convolution. Using a geometry point
of view—the epigraph and subgraph of a function f : Rn → R, we can see the Lp,s supremal-
convolution satisfy elegant geometric properties for its related graphs. Consider two sets in
Rn+1

Epi f = {(x, t) ∈ Rn × R : f(x) ≤ t}, Sub f = {(x, t) ∈ Rn × R : f(x) ≥ 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 ∈ Fs(R
n) and s ∈ [−∞,∞], we have

(1) Epi (f ⊕s g)
s = Epi (f s) + Epi (gs), s < 0;

Sub (f ⊕s g)
s = Sub (f s) + Sub (gs), s ≥ 0.

(2) Epi
(
(α×s f)

s
)
= α · Epi (f s), s < 0;

Sub
(
(α×s f)

s
)
= α · Sub (f s), s ≥ 0.

Here “ + ” is the classic Minkowski sum for sets in Rn+1.

Proof. (1) Note that for s ≥ 0 and an s-concave function f , Sub f s is a convex set in Rn+1

and Epi (−f s) = A(n+1)×(n+1) (Sub f
s), where A(n+1)×(n+1) is the reflection matrix satisfying

A(n+1)×(n+1)(x1, x2, · · · , xn, xn+1) = (x1, x2, · · · , xn,−xn+1) for any (n+1)-dimensional vector
(x1, x2, · · · , xn, xn+1) ∈ Rn+1. That is,

A(n+1)×(n+1) =




1 0 · · · 0 0
0 1 · · · 0 0
...

...
...

...
0 0 · · · 1 0
0 0 · · · 0 −1




∈ O(n+ 1), A2
(n+1)×(n+1) = I(n+1)×(n+1),

where I(n+1)×(n+1) is the identity matrix. For s < 0, we have by the definition of supremal-
convolution and formula (10) that

Epi ((f ⊕s g)
s) =

{
(x, t) ∈ Rn × R :

{
sup

x=x1+x2

[f s(x1) + gs(x2)]
1/s
}s

≤ t
}

=
{
(x, t) ∈ Rn × R : inf

x=x1+x2

(f s(x1) + gs(x2)) ≤ t
}

=
{
(x, t) ∈ Rn × R :

[
(f s)�(gs)

]
(x) ≤ t

}

= Epi
(
(f s)�(gs)

)

= Epi (f s) + Epi(gs).

Then, for s-concave functions f, g ≥ 0 and s ≥ 0, one has

A(n+1)×(n+1) (Sub ((f ⊕s g)
s)) = Epi (−(f ⊕s g)

s)

=
{
(x, t) ∈ Rn × R : − sup

x=x1+x2

(f s(x1) + gs(x2)) ≤ t
}
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=
{
(x, t) ∈ Rn × R : inf

x=x1+x2

(−f s(x1)− gs(x2)) ≤ t
}

=
{
(x, t) ∈ Rn × R :

[
(−f s)�(−gs)

]
(x) ≤ t

}

= Epi
(
(−f s)�(−gs)

)

= Epi (−f s) + Epi(−gs)

= A(n+1)×(n+1)

(
Sub f s

)
+ A(n+1)×(n+1)

(
Sub gs

)
.

Hence, Sub (f ⊕s g)
s = Sub (f s) + Sub (gs).

(2) The proofs for s ≥ 0 and s < 0 follow naturally from (1) in similar lines. �

Next, we consider the definition for the projection of s-concave functions [34,50] f ∈ Fs(R
n)

onto the (n− j)-dimensional subspace H ∈ Gn,n−j as

fH(z) =
(
PHf

)
(z) := sup

y∈H⊥

f(z + y), f ∈ Fs(R
n),

and the projection of convex base function [34] f ∈ Cs(R
n) onto the (n − j)-dimensional

subspace H as

uH(x) =
(
P̃Hu

)
(x) = inf

y∈H⊥
u(x+ y), u ∈ Cs(R

n).

Here we list some elegant properties for the above definitions of projections for functions
with the supremal-convolution. Recall that in [1], Sub(PHf) = (Subf)|H̄ for s ≥ 0 and
Epi(PHf) = (Epif)|H̄ for s < 0. Here H̄ = span{H, en+1}, where H ∈ Gn,n−j is the
Grassmannian manifold on Rn with the orthonormal basis {e1, · · · , en} and en+1 ⊥ Rn is a
unit vector.

Proposition 5.2. For any functions f, g ∈ Fs(R
n), j ∈ {0, . . . , n − 1} and H ∈ Gn,n−j, we

have the following identities.

(1)

PH(f
s) = (PHf)

s, s > 0;

P̃H(f
s) = (PHf)

s, s < 0;

PH(log f) = log(PHf), s = 0.

(2) PH(α×s f) = α×s (PHf), s ∈ [−∞,∞].

(3) PH

(
f ⊕p,s g

)
= PHf ⊕p,s PHg, s ∈ [−∞,∞], p ≥ 1.

Proof. (1) It is easy to see that for s > 0, we have

PH(f
s)(z) = sup

y∈H⊥

f s(z + y) = [ sup
y∈H⊥

f(z + y)]s = [PH(f)(z)]
s;

for s < 0,

P̃H(f
s)(z) = inf

y∈H⊥
f s(z + y) = [ sup

y∈H⊥

f(z + y)]s = [PH(f)(z)]
s;
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for s = 0,

PH(log f)(z) = sup
y∈H⊥

log f(z + y) = log[ sup
y∈H⊥

f(z + y)] = log[PH(f)(z)].

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

PH(α×s f) = PH(α
sf(

x

α
)) = sup

z∈H⊥

αsf(
x

α
+ z) = αsPHf(

x

α
) = α×s PHf(x),

as desired.
(3) For p ≥ 1, j ∈ {0, · · · , n−1}, and a subspaceH ⊂ Gn,n−j, we denote H̄ = span

{
H, en+1

}
,

where en+1 ⊥ H . Then, for s > 0, we obtain

Sub
(
PHf

s
)

= Sub
(
f s
)
|H̄

= A(n−j+1)×(n−j+1)

(
Epi (−f s)|H̄

)

= A(n−j+1)×(n−j+1)

(
Epi (−f s)

)
|H̄

= Sub (f s)|H̄,

where

A(n−j+1)×(n−j+1) =




1 0 · · · 0 0
0 1 · · · 0 0
...

...
...

...
0 0 · · · 1 0
0 0 · · · 0 −1




∈ O(n− j + 1).

In particular, Proposition 5.1 (1) and Proposition 5.2 (1) imply

Sub
(
PH(f ⊕s g)

s
)

= Sub
(
(f ⊕s g)

s
)
|H̄

=
(
Sub(f s) + Sub(gs)

)
|H̄

= Sub(f s)|H̄ + Sub(gs)|H̄

= Sub (PH(f
s)) + Sub (PH(g

s))

= Sub ((PHf)
s) + Sub ((PHg)

s)

= Sub
(
(PHf ⊕s PHg)

s
)
.

Hence,

(37) PH(f ⊕s g) = PHf ⊕s PHg, s > 0.

Now, by Proposition 5.1, (37) and definition of supremal-convolution, we have for s > 0,

Sub
[(
PHf ⊕p,s PHg

)s]
= Sub

(
( sup
0≤λ≤1

(1− λ)
1
q ×s PHf ⊕s λ

1
q ×s PHg)

s
)
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=
⋃

0≤λ≤1

Sub
(
(((1− λ)

1
q ×s PHf)⊕s (λ

1
q ×s PHg))

s
)

=
⋃

0≤λ≤1

Sub
(
((1− λ)

1
q ×s PHf)

s + (λ
1
q ×s PHg)

s
)

=
⋃

0≤λ≤1

(
(1− λ)

1
q · Sub (PHf)

s + λ
1
q · Sub (PHg)

s
)

=
⋃

0≤λ≤1

(
(1− λ)

1
q · (Sub f s|H̄) + λ

1
q · (Sub gs

∣∣H̄)
)

=

( ⋃

0≤λ≤1

(
(1− λ)

1
q · (Sub f s) + λ

1
q · (Sub gs)

))∣∣∣H̄

=

( ⋃

0≤λ≤1

(
Sub {(1− λ)

1
q ×s f}

s + Sub {λ
1
q ×s g}

s
))∣∣∣H̄

=

( ⋃

0≤λ≤1

(
Sub

{
(1− λ)

1
q ×s f ⊕s λ

1
q ×s g

}s)
)∣∣∣H̄

=

(
Sub( sup

0≤λ≤1

({
(1− λ)

1
q ×s f ⊕s λ

1
q ×s g

}s)
)∣∣∣H̄

=
(
Sub (f ⊕p,s g)

s
)∣∣∣H̄

= Sub
(
PH

{
f ⊕p,s g

}s)
,

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 5.1 and Proposition 5.2. For s = 0, change f s = log f , and the formulas holds

in a similar method. Therefore, one has

[
PH

(
f ⊕p,s g

)]s
= PH

(
f ⊕p,s g

)s
= (PHf ⊕p,s PHg)

s;

i.e.,

PH

(
f ⊕p,s g

)
= PHf ⊕p,s PHg, p ≥ 1.

�

Moreover, it is easy to check that for u ∈ Cs(R
n), one has

PH

[(
1− su(x)

) 1
s

+

]
=
(
1− sP̃Hu(x)

) 1
s

+
, s ∈ [−∞,∞].

5.2. Projection for function and Lp,s Asplund summation. In this part, we examine the
properties of projection functions and Lp,s Asplund summation. We begin with the following
proposition which demonstrates that the Lp addition of convex functions for p ≥ 1 is stable
under projections given by (19). This paves the way to compute the variation formula for
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quermassintegral for functions, i.e., the integral representation of Lp,s mixed quermassintegral
shown in Subsection 5.3.

Proposition 5.3. Let p ≥ 1, u, v ∈ Cs(R
n), and α, β ≥ 0. Then, for any H ∈ Gn,n−j,

j ∈ {0, 1, · · · , n− 1}, one has

[(α⊠p u)⊞p (β ⊠p v)]H = [α⊠p uH ]⊞p [β ⊠p vH ].

Proof. To begin with, we consider the epigraphs of u and v. Let {e, . . . , en, en+1} be the
canonical basis on Rn+1 and set H̄ = span(H, en+1) a (n − j + 1)-dimensional space for
H ∈ Gn,n−j. Then by the fact that in [1], Sub(PHf) = (Subf)|H̄ for s ≥ 0 and Epi(PHf) =
(Epif)|H̄ for s < 0, we obtain by (10) that

Epi([α× u�β × v]H) = Epi(α× u�β × v)|H̄

= [αEpi(u) + βEpi(v)]|H̄

= αEpi(u)|H̄ + βEpi(v)|H̄

= αEpi(uH) + βEpi(vH)

= Epi(α× uH�β × vH).(38)

Therefore, we have that
[α× u�β × v]H = α× uH�β × vH .

Finally, observe that by (38) and Lemma 2.5 (1), one has

[(α⊠p u)⊞p (β ⊠p v)]H(x) = inf
y∈x+H⊥

[(α⊠p u)⊞p (β ⊠p v)](y)

= inf
y∈x+H⊥

[
(α(u∗(y))p + β(v∗(y))p)

1
p

]∗

= inf
y∈x+H⊥

[
sup

0≤λ≤1

{
α

1
p (1− λ)

1
qu∗(y) + β

1
pλ

1
q v∗(y)

}]∗

= inf
y∈x+H⊥

inf
0≤λ≤1

[
α

1
p (1− λ)

1
qu∗(y) + β

1
pλ

1
q v∗(y)

]∗

= inf
0≤λ≤1

[
α

1
p (1− λ)

1
q × u�β

1
pλ

1
q × v

]

H
(x)

= inf
0≤λ≤1

[
α

1
p (1− λ)

1
q × uH�β

1
pλ

1
q × vH

]
(x)

= inf
0≤λ≤1

[
α

1
p (1− λ)

1
qu∗H + β

1
pλ

1
q v∗H

]∗
(x)

=
[
sup

0≤λ≤1
α

1
p (1− λ)

1
qu∗H + β

1
pλ

1
q v∗H

]∗
(x)

=
[(
α(u∗H(x))

p + β(v∗H(x))
p
) 1

p

]∗
(x)

=: [(α⊠p uH)⊞p (β ⊠p vH)](x),

completing the proof. �
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5.3. Variation formula of general quermassintegral for functions and p ≥ 1. Next
we consider the “Lp,s mixed quermassintegral” of two functions f, g ∈ Fs(R

n). 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)+ ∈ Fs(R
n) and u ∈

Cs(R
n) for j ∈ {0, · · · , n− 1}, is defined as

Wj(f) := cn,j

∫

Gn,n−j

∫

H

PHf(x)dx dνn,n−j(H) = cn,j

∫

Gn,n−j

Js(P̃Hu)dνn,n−j(H).

For each function f ∈ Fs(R
n), and any j ∈ {0, . . . , n−1}, an application of Fubini’s theorem

yields the following

Wj(f) = cn,j

∫

Gn,n−j

∫

H

PHf(x)dx dνn,n−j(H)

= cn,j

∫

Gn,n−j

∞∫

0

voln−j({x : PHf(x) ≥ t})dt dνn,n−j(H)

= cn,j

∫

Gn,n−j

∞∫

0

voln−j({x : f(x) ≥ t}|H)dt dνn,n−j(H)

=

∞∫

0

cn,j

∫

Gn,n−j

voln−j({x : f(x) ≥ t}|H)dνn,n−j(H) dt

=

∞∫

0

Wj({f ≥ t})dt.

Therefore, the quantity Wj(f) can be interpreted in terms of the usual quermassintegrals of
its super-level sets, which was originally considered in [13]. We remark that several works on
quermassintegrals for functions have appeared in the literature, for example, see [13,17,18,44].

Next, we may choose Ω(K) = Wj(K) in Theorem 3.1, forK ∈ Kn
(o) and j ∈ {0, 1, . . . , n−1}.

The Brunn-Minkowski inequality for Wj(·), together with Hölder’s inequality and homogeni-
ety, asserts that Wj(·) is α-concave for any α ∈ [−∞, 1

n−j
]. Therefore, Theorem 3.1 implies

the following class of the Lp Borell-Brascamp-Lieb inequalities for the j-th quermassintegrals
of elements of Fγ(R

n).

Theorem 5.5. Let p, q ∈ [1,∞] be such that 1/p+1/q = 1, t ∈ [0, 1], and j ∈ {0, 1, . . . , n−1}.
Suppose that α ∈ [−1, 1

n−j
] and let γ ∈ [−α,∞). Let f, g ∈ Fα(R

n). Then we have

Wj((1− t)×p,α f ⊕p,α t×p,α g) ≥ [(1− t)Wj(f)
β + tWj(g)

β]1/β , β =
pαγ

α + γ
.
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Definition 5.6. For any f, g ∈ Fs(R
n), j ∈ {0, . . . , n − 1}, s ∈ [−∞,∞], the Lp,s mixed

quermassintegral of f, g ∈ Fs(R
n) with respect to the Lp,s Asplund summations is defined as

W s
p,j(f, g) := lim

ε→0

Wj(f ⋆p,s ε ·p,s g)−Wj(f)

ε
,

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

In particular, if f = χK for K ∈ Kn
(o), Wj(χK) recovers the quermassintegral for convex

bodies K, i.e., Wj(K). Moreover, let f = χK and g = χL for K,L ∈ Kn
(o), the Lp,s 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 Ω: R+ → R+ which is a bounded
decreasing smooth function that decays faster than the exponential at infinity. Therefore, we
further define the Ω-Lp,s mixed quermassintegral for base functions on Cs(R

n) as follows.

Definition 5.7. (General Quermassintegral for functions on Cs(R
n))

(1) The operator IΩ : Cs(R
n) → R+ defined for u ∈ Cs(R

n) is the general Ω-total mass

IΩ(u) :=

∫

Rn

Ω(u(x))dx.

(2) For j ∈ {0, . . . , n− 1}, the Ω-jth-quermassintegral is defined for u ∈ Cs(R
n) by

WΩ
j (u) := cn,j

∫

Gn,n−j

∫

H

Ω(uH(x))dxdνn,n−j(H).

(3) The Ω-j-th Lp-mixed quermassintegral of u, v ∈ Cs(R
n) is defined as

WΩ
p,j(u, v) := lim

ε→0+

WΩ
j (u⊞p (ε⊠p v))−WΩ

j (u)

ε
.

Our next goal is an integral representation for WΩ
p,j(f, g) for functions f = (1− su)

1/s
+ , g =

(1− sv)
1/s
+ for u, v ∈ C2,+(Rn) ⊂ Cs(R

n) where

C2,+(Rn) = {u ∈ Cs(R
n) : Hess u(x) > 0 for all x ∈ Rn}.

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

Proposition 5.8. Let u ∈ C2,+(Rn) and set ϕ = u∗. Then the following hold true:

(1) ∇u is a diffeomorphism;
(2) ϕ ∈ C2(Rn);
(3) (∇ϕ) = (∇u)−1;
(4) for every y ∈ Rn, Hess ϕ(y) = [Hess u(∇ϕ(y))]−1 (here inverse is in the sense of

matrices); in particular, Hess ϕ(y) > 0 for all y ∈ Rn;
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(5) for every y ∈ Rn

ϕ(y) = 〈y,∇ϕ(y)〉 − u(∇ϕ(y)).

Analogously, for every x ∈ Rn,

(39) u(x) = 〈x,∇u(x)〉 − ϕ(∇u(x)).

Let p ≥ 1, u ∈ C2,+(Rn), ϕ = u∗, and ψ ∈ C∞
c (Rn). For ε > 0, we set ϕε = (ϕp + εψp)1/p.

There exists some ε̄ > 0 such that ϕε ∈ C2,+(Rn) for all ε ≤ ε̄. For such ε > 0, set
uε = (ϕε)

∗. We require the following lemma with respect to the variation formula for the
projection function of uε.

Lemma 5.9. Let p ≥ 1, u ∈ C2,+(Rn), ϕ = u∗, and ψ ∈ C∞
c (Rn), and fix H ∈ Gn,n−j for

j ∈ {0, · · · , n − 1}. Set ϕε = (ϕp + εψp)1/p for all ε ≤ ε̄, and uε = (ϕε)
∗. Then, for every

x ∈ int(dom(u)|H), one has

d

dε
[(uε)H(x)] = −

d

dε
[(ϕε)H(∇(uε)H(x))].

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

d

dε
[(uε)H(x)]

∣∣∣∣
ε=0

= −
1

p
ψH(∇uH(x))

pϕH(∇uH(x))
1−p.

Proof. Fix x ∈ int(dom(u)|H) and ε > 0 sufficiently small. Using (39), we have

(uε)H(x) = 〈x,∇(uε)H(x)〉 − (ϕε)H(∇(uε)H(x)).

Therefore, we obtain

d

dε
[(uε)H(x)]

∣∣∣
ε=0

=
d

dε
[〈x,∇(uε)H(x)〉 − (ϕε)H(∇(uε)H(x))]

∣∣∣
ε=0

=

[〈
x,

d

dε
∇(uε)H(x)

〉
−

d

dε
[(ϕε)H(∇(uε)H(x))

−

〈
∇(ϕε)H(∇(uε)H(x)),

d

dε
∇(uε)H(x)

〉] ∣∣∣
ε=0

= −
d

dε
[(ϕε)H(∇(uε)H(x))]

∣∣∣
ε=0

= −
1

p
ψH(∇uH(x))

pϕH(∇uH(x))
1−p,

where we have used the fact that ∇(uε)H and ∇(ϕε)H are inverse of one another (Proposition
5.8 (3)). The second assertion follows form the fact that all functions involved are of class
C2,+(H). �

We require the following Blaschke-Petkantschin formula, which can be found in [58].
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Lemma 5.10. Let H ∈ Gn,n−j for j ∈ {1, · · · , n− 1}, and f : Rn → R+ be a bounded Borel
measurable function. Then the following holds:∫

Rn

f(x)dx = cn,j

∫

Gn,n−j

∫

H

f(x)‖x‖jdxdνn,n−j(H).

We are now prepared to establish the variational formula for the Ω-Lp,s mixed quermass-
integral of functions on Cs(R

n) with the general quermassintegral in Definition 5.7 based on
the lemmas above.

Theorem 5.11. Let j ∈ {1, . . . , n − 1} and H ∈ Gn,n−j. Let Ω: R+ → R+ be a bounded

smooth function such that lim‖x‖→∞
Ω′(x)
‖x‖j

= 0. Let p ≥ 1, j ∈ {0, . . . , n − 1}. Then, for any

u ∈ C2,+(Rn) ∩ C∞
c (Rn) and ψ ∈ C∞

c (Rn), with ϕ = u∗ and ψ = v∗, the following holds:

(40) WΩ
p,j(u, v) = −

1

p

∫

Rn

Ω′(u(x))ψH(∇uH(x))
pϕH(∇uH(x))

1−p

‖x‖j
dx.

Proof. By definition of WΩ
p,j(u, v), we have

WΩ
p,j(u, v) = lim

ε→0+

WΩ
j (u⊞p (ε⊠p v))−WΩ

j (u)

ε

= cn,j

∫

Gn,n−j

(
lim
ε→0+

∫

H

Ω([u⊞p (ε⊠p v)]H(x))− Ω(uH(x))

ε
dx

)
dνn,n−j(H)

= cn,j

∫

Gn,n−j

(
lim
ε→0+

∫

H

Ω([uH ⊞p (ε⊠p vH)](x))− Ω(uH(x))

ε
dx

)
dνn,n−j(H),

where we have used the Proposition 5.3 and Lemma 5.10.
For ε > 0 sufficiently small, we see that uH ⊞p ε ⊠p vH ∈ C2,+(Rn) ∩ C∞

c (Rn), Ω(uH) and
Ω([uH ⊞p (ε ⊠p vH)]) are integrable on H . Considering Br := {x ∈ H : ‖x‖ ≤ r} = Br ∩ H ,
r > 0, from the dominated convergence theorem, we see that

WΩ
p,j(u, v) = cn,j

∫

Gn,n−j

(
lim
ε→0+

∫

H

Ω([uH ⊞p (ε⊠p vH)](x))− Ω(uH(x))

ε
dx

)
dνn,n−j(H)

= cn,j

∫

Gn,n−j

(
lim
ε→0+

lim
r→∞

∫

Br

Ω([uH ⊞p (ε⊠p vH)](x))− Ω(uH(x))

ε
dx

)
dνn,n−j(H)

= cn,j

∫

Gn,n−j

lim
r→∞

∫

Br

(
lim
ε→0+

Ω([uH ⊞p (ε⊠p vH)](x))− Ω(uH(x))

ε
dx

)
dνn,n−j(H).

By applying Lemma 5.9, we see that

lim
ε→0+

Ω([uH ⊞p (ε⊠p vH)](x))− Ω(uH(x))

ε
= −

1

p
Ω′(uH(x))ψH(∇uH(x))

pϕH(∇uH(x))
1−p.

Therefore,

WΩ
p,j(u, v) = cn,j

∫

Gn,n−j

lim
r→∞

∫

Br

(
lim
ε→0+

Ω([uH ⊞p (ε⊠p vH)](x))− Ω(uH(x))

ε
dx

)
dνn,n−j(H)



ON THE FRAMEWORK OF Lp SUMMATIONS FOR FUNCTIONS 43

= −
1

p
cn,j

∫

Gn,n−j

(
lim
r→∞

∫

Br

Ω′(uH(x))ψH(∇uH(x))
pϕH(∇uH(x))

1−pdx

)
dνn,n−j(H)

= −
1

p
cn,j

∫

Gn,n−j

∫

H

Ω′(uH(x))ψH(∇uH(x))
pϕH(∇uH(x))

1−pdxdνn,n−j(H)

= −
1

p
cn,j

∫

Gn,n−j

∫

H

Ω′(uH(x))ψH(∇uH(x))
pϕH(∇uH(x))

1−p

‖x‖j
‖x‖jdxdνn,n−j(H)

= −
1

p

∫

Rn

Ω′(uH(x))ψH(∇uH(x))
pϕH(∇uH(x))

1−p

‖x‖j
dx,

where in the last step we have used Lemma 5.10.
�

Remark 5.12. We remark that the right-hand side of identity (40) may not be convergent. If

we choose Ω such that lim‖x‖→0
Ω′(uH (x))ϕ(∇uH (x))1−p

‖x‖j
<∞, (for example, in [28, Theorem 5.7]),

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

(41) det
(
∇2(u∗)p(y)

)
≤ k

(
u∗(y)

)n(p−1)
det
(
∇2u∗(y)

)

holds for all y ∈ Rn \ {o}, then the integral is finite.

Here we list some special cases for formula (40) with typical parameters. Let p ≥ 1,

j ∈ {0, 1, . . . , n−1}, s ∈ (−∞,∞), and set Ωs(r) = (1− sr)
1/s
+ . Let u, v ∈ Cs(R

n). We denote

Ws
p,j(u, v) :=

p

n− j
WΩs

p,j(u, v).

Consequently, we obtain the following corollary with respect to the Lp,s mixed quermassin-
tegral W s

p,j(f, g) based on the Ωs-Lp,s mixed quermassintegral of Ws
p,j(u, v) above for base

functions u, v of f, g, respectively. That is,

Corollary 5.13. For p ≥ 1, j ∈ {0, . . . , n − 1}, and s ∈ (−∞,∞), let f = (1 − su)
1/s
+ , g =

(1 − sv)
1/s
+ such that u, v ∈ Cs(R

n) and u ∈ C2,+(Rn), and ψ ∈ C∞
c (Rn) with ψ = v∗. Then

the Lp,s mixed quermassintegral for f, g ∈ Fs(R
n) has the following integral representation:

W s
p,j(f, g) =

1

n− j

∫

Rn

[1− suH(x)]
1
s
−1

+ ψH(∇uH(x))
p

‖x‖j
ϕH(∇uH(x))

1−pdx

For s = 0, the above becomes

W 0
p,j(f, g) =

1

n− j

∫

Rn

e−uH(x)ψH(∇uH(x))
pϕH(∇uH(x))

1−p

‖x‖j
dx.

Furthermore, when j = 0 and p ≥ 1, it goes back to the results in [28] by Fang, Xing
and Ye where the formula (41) holds. The author in [54] also present an integral formula for
0 < p < 1. If ϕ = hK(u) and ψ = hL(u) for u ∈ Sn−1, the support functions of two convex
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bodies K,L ∈ Kn
(o), j = 0 and s = 1, it recovers the Lp mixed volume for convex bodies

Vp(K,L) [39], i.e.,

Vp(K,L) =
1

n

∫

Sn−1

hpL(u)h
1−p
K dS(K, u).
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[13] S.G. Bobkov, A. Colesanti, and I. Fragalá, Quermassintegrals of quasi-concave functions and generalized
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