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Weighted floating functions and
weighted functional affine surface areas
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Abstract

The purpose of this paper is to introduce the new concept of weighted floating
functions associated with log concave or s-concave functions. This leads to new no-
tions of weighted functional affine surface areas. Their relation to more traditional
versions of functional affine surface areas as well as to the classical affine surface
areas for convex bodies is discussed in detail.
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1 Introduction

The affine surface area plays a central role in the affine geometry of convex bodies. For
convex bodies in the plane or in 3-dimensional space, this geometric functional has been
introduced by Blaschke [10]. For general space dimensions, if K C R™ is a convex body
with boundary of differentiability class C?, its affine surface area is defined as

as() = /8 () duc(2),

where p stands for the surface measure on the boundary 0K of K and rkg(z) for
the Gaussian curvature at a boundary point z. We remark that the definition can be
extended to all convex bodies, see, e.g., [IT, 125, [30]. The affine surface area has a number
of important properties:

(i) it is equiaffine invariant in the sense that as(o(K)) = as(K) for any volume pre-
serving affine transformation p : R — R"™;

(i) it is upper semi-continuous, which means that as(K) > limsupas(K,) for any

n—oo
sequence of convex bodies K,,, which converge in Hausdorff distance to a convex
body K C R™;

(iil) it is a valuation, that is, as(K UL) = as(K) +as(L) — as(K N L) for any two convex
bodies K, L C R™ for which also the union K U L is a convex body.

The point (i) goes back to Blaschke, (ii) was proved by Lutwak [20] and (iii) by Schiitt
[23]. Tt was shown in [I9] that — aside from the Euler characteristic and the volume —
the affine surface area is up to constants the only real-valued functional on the space
of convex bodies satisfying these three properties. Its affine invariance also explains the
central role of the affine surface area in the theory of affine inequalities. For example,
the affine isoperimetric inequality says that

(;s(@)m = (—vvcif(g)m

for all convex bodies K C R"™ with centroid at the origin and where Bj is the n-
dimensional Euclidean unit ball. Equality holds in this inequality if and only if K is
an ellipsoid.

During the last decades there has been a growing interest in extending geometric in-
equalities for convex bodies to inequalities for functions, which typically reduce to their
geometric counterparts if appropriate indicator or gauge functions are chosen. A promi-
nent example in this direction is the Préképa-Leindler inequality, which can be regarded
as the functional version of the classical Brunn-Minkowski inequality for convex bodies.
Also the affine isoperimetric inequality has a functional counterpart, which has been de-
veloped in [3]. Namely, if ¢ : R” — R is a convex function with fR" ze~¥®) dx = 0 one
defines its affine surface area by

as(h) = / e~ W@ TV ot T2p(a) da

where (-, -) is the standard scalar product on R” and V2t the Hessian of 1. Then the



functional affine isoperimetric inequality says that

el

2

() _ oo e do
as(Py.) T Jpne V@ dx

and where || - || is the Euclidean norm on R”. We remark that equality holds if and only
if Y(z) = (Ax, x) + b for some positive definite matrix A and a scalar b € R.

The affine surface area of a convex body K C R" is closely related to what is known
as the floating body K. For sufficiently small § > 0 the latter is the intersection of all
halfspaces which cut off caps of volume at most ¢ from K, see [B) below. It was shown

in [25] that

vol, (K) —vol,(Ks) 1 ( n+1

lim =_
5—0 S 2 Voln,l(Bg_1

2

)"“ as(K). (1)
)
It is this result together with the observation that random polytopes are well approxi-
mated by suitable floating bodies that makes the affine surface area appear in problems
of stochastic geometry and the theory of approximation of convex bodies by polytopes.
More precisely, for a convex body K C R", N > n+1 and a sequence of independent and
uniformly distributed random points X7, Xo,... in K one considers the random convex
hull [K]ny = conv{X1,...,Xn}. Then it turns out that [K]y roughly behaves like the
floating body K,y and that

vol, (K) — Evol,([K]ny) 1 ( n+1

lim 1
VOlnfl (B;l

2

n+1
N (vol?\](}())ni+1 5 )) as(K), see (2)
[4, 24]. This connection has also been the starting point of some more recent develop-
ments in the theory of random polytopes in spherical and hyperbolic space, see [T} [§].
However, to deal with such situations, an additional weight function is required. This
has motivated the study of weighted floating bodies in [6] [BT]. The purpose of the present
paper is to extend the notion of weighted floating bodies to a functional level, extending
thereby the earlier work [I8] on (unweighted) floating functions. We do this in two closely
related set-ups by considering

(i) convex or log concave functions;

(ii) s-concave functions.

The concept of weighted floating functions in the first case is introduced by considering
what we call weighted floating sets of the (unbounded) epigraphs of these functions.
This leads to the new notion of weighted functional affine surface areas for convex or log
concave functions. In contrast, we use the by now classical concept of weighted floating
bodies from [6, [BI] to associate floating functions to s-concave functions by means of
an auxiliary convex body that is connected with such a function. The latter has been
introduced in [I6] for the study of geometric inequalities. This approach leads to the
new notion of weighted functional affine surface areas for s-concave functions. The main
motivation for calling the new quantities affine surface areas is that we are able to prove
analogues to () for each of the functionals we consider. This is the content of our main
results, Theorems [II 2 and B] below.

The remaining parts of this text are structured as follows. After setting up some conven-



tions and notation in Section 2l we introduce weighted floating sets and weighted floating
functions in Section Bl We do this separately for (i) convex or log concave function as
well as for (ii) s-concave functions. The main theorems of this paper are the content of
Section Ml where we again separate the cases (i) and (ii). All proofs are collected in the
final Section

2 Conventions on notation

Throughout the paper we will use the following notation. We will be working in n-
dimensional Euclidean space R"™ with scalar product (-, -) and norm || - ||. The n-
dimensional Lebesgue measure will be indicated by vol,,(-). We denote by BY (z,r) the
n-dimensional closed Euclidean ball centered at x € R™ with radius r > 0. We write in
short BY = B%(0, 1) for the Euclidean unit ball centered at the origin 0 and S"~! = 9By
for the (n — 1)-dimensional unit sphere in R™. A convex body K in R" is a compact
convex subset of R” with non-empty interior int(K). We denote by 0K the boundary of
K and by int(K) its interior. The hyperplane passing through a point € R and which
is orthogonal to a vector u € S"~! is denoted by H(z,u). We write H in short if there
is no confusion and then H+ and H~ stand for the two closed halfspaces determined by
H. Finally, ¢, a1, a9, ..., 51, B2,... € (0,00) denote absolute constants that may change
from line to line.

3 Weighted floating sets and functions

3.1 Weighted floating sets

The concept of the so-called floating body is very classical in the affine geometry of
convex bodies and goes back to Dupin and Blaschke in dimension n = 2 and n = 3,
see [10]. We start by recalling the general definition, which was given independently by
Bérany and Larman [5] and Schiitt and Werner [25]. For a unit vector u € S"~1 and
a point € R™ we denote by H(z,u), or simply by H, the hyperplane through = and
orthogonal to u, that is

H=H(z,u)={y e R": (y,u) = (z,u)}.

Then, setting (z,u) = a, H" = {y € R" : (y,u) > a} and H~ = {y € R" : (y,u) < a}
are the two closed half spaces determined by H. Now, let K be a convex body in R"
and § > 0. The (convez) floating body Ks of K is the intersection of all halfspaces H™
whose bounding hyperplanes H cut off sets of volume at most § from K. Formally ,

K= {H+ cvol,(H™ NK) < 5}, (3)
see [0, 25]. The floating body exists, i.e., is non-empty, if § is small enough. Moreover,

Ky =K and K5 C K, for all § > 0.

We mention that floating bodies have tight connections to random polytopes. In fact, it
turns out that the convex hull [K]y of N > n+ 1 independent and uniformly distributed
random points in K is ‘close’ to the floating body K,y for large NV in a sense explained



in detail in the survey article [22]. More recently, in [6l [, [§] it was observed that random
polytopes in spherical or hyperbolic space are also connected to the theory of floating
bodies. In this case, however, one needs to replace the n-dimensional volume in @) by a
weighted volume. This leads to the definition of weighted floating bodies, a concept that
has been introduced in [31] (see also [9]). Again, we let K C R™ be a convex body and
0 > 0. In addition, we let ® : R — R be an integrable function. Then the weighted
floating body K (with respect to the weight function ®) is defined as

Kfzﬂ{H*:/HmK@(x)dxgé}. (4)

To extend the concept of weighted floating bodies from convex bodies to a functional
level, it is necessary to extend the definition of weighted floating bodies to unbounded
closed convex sets C' C R™ having non-empty interior. For x € 9C we denote by N¢(x)
the set of all outer unit normal vectors at . We remark that by a theorem of Rademacher
[11] that N¢(z) consists of a single vector at pc-a.e. points x on C, where pc stands for
the surface measure on dC. Then, for a continuous function ® : R” — R, and 6 > 0 we
put

cy = {H (z — tNe(z), No(z)) " /

O(x)dx < 5} .
H(z—tN¢g(z),Nc(z))—NC

It is clear that Cgb is a closed convex subset of C'. If ® = 1, the definition coincides with
the one introduced in [I8]. In that case we write simply write Cs instead of CZ=1. While
for a convex body K, Ky is a proper subset of K if § > 0, it is now possible that Cs = C'
for § > 0. This happens, for example, if C' is a halfspace.

Remark 1. As anticipated above, we will consider the definition of weighted floating sets
in a functional setting, and therefore we want to obtain an unbounded floating set. Thus,
defining the floating set as C§ = {H+ : fH,ﬂK O(x)de < 5} for a integrable function
P : R" — Ry may lead to a bounded CF, which is not desirable in our context.

3.2 Convex and log concave functions and their floating func-
tions

Let ¢ : R™ — R be a convex function. We always consider in this paper convex functions
1 satisfying the assumption that 0 < f]R" e Y@ dr < co. We denote the set of such
functions by Con(R™). We also recall that a function f : R™ — R is log concave, if it
is of the form f = exp(—1) for some convex function ¥ : R" — R.

In the general case, when v is neither smooth nor strictly convex, the gradient of v,
denoted by V1), exists almost everywhere by Rademacher’s theorem [IT]. Furthermore,
a theorem of Alexandrov [I] and Busemann and Feller [T2] guarantees the existence of
the (generalized) Hessian, denoted by V21, almost everywhere in R™. The Hessian is a
quadratic form on R™, and if 9 is a convex function, a Taylor formula as in the C? case
holds for almost every x € R™ (see [29]). Formally, we have that

Yo+ ) = () + (V) 0) + 5(T20@) ) 9) +ollyP),

when y — 0.



Let ¢ be in Con(R™) and denote by

epi(y) = {z = (z,y) ER" xR:y > (z)}

the epigraph of . Then epi(¢) is a closed convex subset of R"*!. We denote for
short Ny (z) = Nepi(y)(2) for z € R™*!. By the discussion of the previous section, for
sufficiently small § and a continuous weight function ® : R**! — R, the floating sets
epi(y)¥ are given by

evi()f =V {H (o= eNu(2), N+ [

H(z—t Ny (2),Ny(2))~ Nepi(t)

O(z)dz < 5}.

It is easy to see that there exists a unique convex function 1/)(‘51) : R" — R such that
(epi(¥))? = epi(¢yp). This leads to the definitions of weighted floating functions for
convex and log concave functions.

Definition 1. Let ¢ be in Con(R™), § > 0 and ® : R"™t — R, be a continuous function.

(i) The weighted floating function of 1 is defined to be the function ¥ satisfying
(epi(¥))5 = epi (v5) - (5)

(i1) Let f(x) = exp(—1(x)) be a log concave function. The weighted floating function
I of f is defined as
13 (@) = exp (=5 () - (6)

For a log concave function f, a natural weight function is the exponential weight function
O(2) = Pe(2) = ®((x, 5)) = e °. We then write in short ¥§ and f§, where we identify a
point z € R™"*! with a pair (x,s) € R" xR, representing a spatial and a height coordinate
of z. When ® = 1, we write 95 and f5. Note also that when v is affine, 1)s = 1 and for
f =e ¥ we have that f5 = f.

The next proposition collects properties of the floating set epi(z/))? which we will need
later. The proofs follow from the ones given for the floating body in [26] and [29]
by truncating the unbounded convex set epi(¢)) appropriately, applying the results for
convex bodies and then and by a limiting argument. To present the result, for A C R™,
we call the point

o Jir®(x)dx
9A = T HmiN g
[ ®(x) dx
the ®-barycenter of A.
Proposition 1. Let ¢ € Con(R™) and ® : R™ — R be a continuous function.

(i) For all § such that epi(y)$ # 0 and all zs € d(epi()¥) Nint(epi(y)) there exists

a support hyperplane H at zs to epi(w)g’ such that § = fepi(w)ﬁH* D(2)dz.

(i) A supporting hyperplane H of epi(y)¥ that cuts of a set of ®-volume & from epi(y))
touches epi(Y)¥ in exactly one point, the ®-barycenter of epi(y) N H.

(iii) The set epi(y)T is strictly convex.

Remark 2. The proposition also holds for a bounded strictly convex subset C' C R™.



3.3 s-concave functions and their floating functions

The purpose of this section is to introduce another notion of weighted floating functions,
which is essentially based on the classical notion of a weighted floating body. It works
for functions which satisfy stronger concavity assumptions in comparison to the log
concavity property we assumed in the previous section. To introduce the necessary
concepts, let n,s € N. A function f: R™ — Ry is called s-concave if its support supp(f)
is a compact convex subset of R™ with non-empty interior and if f1/* is concave on its
support. Following [I6], to such a function f we associate the set

K} = {(z,y) € R" xR* 1z € supp(f), llyl| < f/*(«)}, (7)

where || - || the Euclidean norm on R®. Note that K7} is a convex body of revolution
a(;ld its (n + s)-dimensional volume vol(K%) is related to the integral [, f(x)dz via the
identity

Vol (K3) = / voly(B3) (fY*(x))" dx = voly(Bs) | f(x)da.
n R'Vl
Let ®: R"** O K% — Ry be a continuous function such that ®(z,y) = ¢(z, [ly||) for
some ¢: R"™1 — R,

For 6 > 0 we denote by K3(®,d) the (®,d)—weighted floating body of K3, which is
indeed a convex body if ¢ is sufficiently small, see [6 B1]. Moreover, since Kjisa body
of revolution and thanks to the rotational symmetry of ® in the last s coordinates, the
set of all hyperplanes that cut a cap C' off from K7, such that /. o ®(x) dr = 4, is invariant
under transformations of the form R™ x R* 3 (z,y) — (2, Ry) with R € O(s), the group
of orthogonal transformations acting in the R*-coordinate. As a consequence, K fc(@, J),
being the intersection of half-spaces determined by such hyperplanes, is a convex body
of revolution itself.

By Brunn’s concavity principle there exists a concave function g : R — R, such that
K3(®,0) = {(z,y) € R" x R* s € supp(g5 ), [lyll < g5 ()},

where supp(gg) = supp(f) N K;(qﬁ, 0). Indeed, let e1,...,€n,€n11,- -, Ents be the stan-
dard orthonormal basis of R" x R® and L, := span{e, 11, ...,€n1s} be the s-dimensional
linear subspace generated by the last s unit vectors. Then the function r{: R" — R,
defined by

r5 (x) = vol(K}(®,6) N (z + L))Ys

is concave on its support according to [2, Theorem 1.2.1] and we can choose

g5 (x) = voly(B3)~/*r3 ().

S

As a consequence, the function f{(x) = g¥(z)* is s-concave.

Definition 2. Let § > 0 and ®: R"™% 5 K% — Ry be a continuous function such that
O(z,y) = o(x, ||yl|) for some ¢: R*™1 — R,. For an s-concave function f : R™ — R,
we call f§ the s-concave ®-weighted floating function of f.



4 Main Theorems and their consequences

4.1 The case of log concave functions

We start by presenting our main results for log concave functions. Throughout the paper

we put
2
1 n+2 nt2
i1 =5 (o 8
il =5 (voln(B§)> ®)

and can now formulate our first result. It deals with weight functions which are uniformly
bounded away from zero.

Theorem 1. Let 1 be in Con(R"™) and f(x) = e ¥®). Let n > 0 and let & : R —

[n,00) be a continuous function. Then,

r) — f&)(x) dx . 2
lim I]Rn (f(éi/(n{i))( ) d S /n (det (v2w(x)))n+2 e~ ¥ (@) @((m,l/}(l')))_mdx-

lim

The next result concerns the case of the exponential weight function ®(z) = ®.(z) =e 7,

z = (z,5) € R*"1. We cannot obtain it from the previous theorem as the assumption
7 > 0 there is not satisfied. A separate proof is needed to handle this case.

Theorem 2. Let 1) be in Con(R™) and f(z) = e~ ¥®). Then,

2 (f(x) = f§(z)) dx L
tig S VO TN @2 [ gt (72000) P e

Remark 3. If the determinant of the Hessian of 1 is zero almost everywhere, the right
hand terms in the two theorems above are zero as well. This is in particular the case when
¥ is an affine or piecewise affine function. When v is affine this follows immediately
because, as noted above, ¥ = 1 and f§ = f. When 1 is piecewise affine, then the
difference fR" (f = f)dx is of order m and thus the left hand sides of the theorems
are also 0. It is therefore enough to consider functions that are not (piecewise) affine.

We now show that under the assumptions of the theorems, the right hand side integrals
are finite. To do so, we use the notion of a rolling function which was introduced for
convex bodies in [25] and extended to not necessarily bounded convex sets in [I8]. Let
C' be a closed convex set in R™ and let z € JC be such that N¢(z), the outer normal
vector of C at z, is unique. We put r¢(2) to be the radius of the largest Euclidean ball
contained in C that touches C' in z,

ro(z) = max{p : By(z — pNc(2),p) € C}. 9)

If N¢(z) is not unique, we put r¢(z) = 0. The function r¢ is called the rolling function
of C. If C = epi(v)), we will use from now on the notation

Tw(‘r) = Tcpi(w)((%?ﬂ(w)))- (10)

Since ¥ is lower semi continuous, the epigraph of 1 is a closed set. For functions ¥ such
that e~ is integrable, ry(z) is bounded and for almost every z € R", (z,1(x)) is an
element of a Euclidean ball contained in the epigraph of .



For a convex function ¢ € Con(R™) the following formulas hold for the (generalized)
Gaussian curvature ky(z) and the outer unit normal Ny (2) in z = (z,¢¥(z)) € depi(v),

see, e.g., [13]:

e 2 T
ko(2) = — 2 t(V=y(x)) (11)

(1+ | Vo (a)||2)F

and
1

Ny(2),ent1) = .
B N T B

(12)

As ky(2) = [T, 2=, where p!(z), 1 <4 < n, are the principal radii of curvature, we

P (2)
have for almost all € R™ that ry(z) < (1 SR With () we thus get
Rayp (2 n
(1 +19e(@)?)
1 1 + T n
ry(x) < = 5 —.
(Ry(2))™ (det V24 (z)) ™

Therefore,

1 n 1 2)3 n
/ (det (V2y(x))) "+ e‘mwmdwﬁ/ QA IV v gy

nory(x)iE
and
[ (et (V@) 7 @, v@) T (o) de
(1+ [ Ve(a)]?)?

@)

2
<p T

f(x)de.

Now, Lemmas [l and [6] below show that the last two integrals are indeed finite.

Next, we record two propositions, which follow from the lemmas needed for the proof of
Theorems [I] and

Proposition 2. Let ¢ be in Con(R"™). Let n > 0 and let ® : R""1 — [n,00) be a
continuous function. Then

o Jeo [ @) = 9(@)] =) da
30 §2/(n+2)

= cunn [ (@t (V20() T (G 6(0) e

The case of the exponential weight function ® = &, needs a separate treatment and
leads to the following result.

Proposition 3. Let ¢ be in Con(R™). Then

. W |5 () — Y(z e V@) dg U
lim Jo W51 )62/(n(+2))| =cn+1/ (det (V24(x))) ™2 e wi2¥@ gy,




Theorem [ and Proposition 2] as well as Theorem ] and Proposition [3] motivate the
following definition.

Definition 3. Let 1) be in Con(R™). Letn > 0 and let ® : R" — [, 00) be a continuous
function. Then

ase(f) = asa (1) :/ (det (V2¢($)))$ (2, ()" 7 f(z) da. (13)

n

is called the ®-(weighted) affine surface area of the log concave function f =e~% or the
conver function 1, respectively.

For the exponential weight function ® = ®, we call

s, (1) = asn, (0) = [ (det (V2()) ™ & ) do (14)

n

the ®.-(weighted) affine surface area of the log concave function f = e~% or the convex
function i, respectively.

Our results demonstrate that these @;afﬁne surface areas can be obtained as the limits of
weighted (with weight ®((x, ¢ (z))” »+2) “volume” differences of the log concave function
f = e ¥ and its floating function fgb or the convex function ¢ and its floating function
¥ (with weight @((m,@b(m))_%ﬂf(;v)) This resembles the behavior of the classical
affine surface area for convex bodies of [25], mentioned in ().

Another definition of affine surface area for log-concave f or convex functions 1, respec-
tively, was given in [I3]. For A € R, it has been defined as

asx(f) = as\(¢) = /«5(2)‘*1)w(9”)*)‘<9”’vw(””)> (det Vzw(x))’\ dx.

If we choose ® in (I3]) accordingly, we recover asy. Thus, ase is a generalization of the
previously introduced notion.

Now, we give reasons why we call (I3 an affine surface area. We first recall from
[15 211 28] the definition of the L,-affine surface areas as,(K) for convex bodies K C R".
For —0o < p < o0, p # —n, they are defined as

asp(K) = /BK %du;&z). (15)

z, Nk (2)) "

In particular, if we choose p = 1 we get back the (usual) affine surface area of K, that is,
as(K) = asy (K) = / ko (2) 7T dpg (2). (16)
OK

Next, let us pass from integration over R™ in ([I3]) to integration over Jepi(¢)) with the
1

change of variable formula (1 + ||V (2)||*)? dz = dptepi(y). With [[I) we get

_1_ 2 _ise
asa (f) —/(9 " (Koepi(e) (2)) ™2 ®(2) " 72 e (= "“>dﬂepi(w)(z)
epi

10



and for ® = .,
A
asa, (f) =/ (Ko epi(p)(2)) ™2 € 25 U dpigni) (2). (17)
0 epi(v)

Thus the expression ([[3]) coincides for the unbounded convex set epi() with the one for
the affine surface area of a convex body in R"*!  as given in (), modulo an additional
weight function. This is one reason to call the quantity the affine surface area of f.

Another reason is the observation that ase(f) shares several properties with as,(K).
Firstly, an affine invariance property holds with the same degree of homogeneity as for
the affine surface area for convex bodies in R™*1. Formally, for all affine transformations
A :R™ — R" such that det A # 0, one has that

ase(f o A) = |det A|” 72 asg(f).

This identity is easily checked using the fact that V2, (1 o A) = ATV? 4,1 A. Moreover,
as for convex bodies, a valuation property holds for ase(f). Namely, for log concave
functions f; = e~ %1 and fo = e~ ¥2 one has that that

ase(f1) + ase(f2) = ase(max(f1, f2)) + ase (min(f1, f2)),

provided the function min(wy,2) is convex as well.

Yet another reason comes from the next observation, which shows that the definition for
affine surface area for a function agrees with the definition for convex bodies if we choose
as a function the gauge function || - ||k of a convex body K containing the origin in its
interior. More explicitly,

|z|lx = min{a >0: z € aK} = mz}x{x(az,y):h;(o(x), x € R™
yeK®

where hgo stands for the support function of the polar body K° of K. If we choose
2
Y(x) = —HI2HK, then

ase, (w) - (1+ 3)% G e (18)

2 n/ nvol,(Bg) = "t

Although a similar observation was already made in [13], we include the argument leading
to ([I8) for completeness. We integrate in spherical coordinates with respect to the
normalized cone measure o associated with K. Thus, if we write z = rf, with 6 € 0K,
then dx = n vol,,(K)r" tdrdog () and we get

ase, (%) - / ndet(v2(¢(a¢)))#2 e~ @) dg

+oo —nr2 1
= n VOln(K)/ Lozt dr/ (det V24 (0)) " dok(0)
0 oK

— <1+%)2 (QW)Z%[SK (det v%/)(e))";” dor ().
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The normalized cone measure o is related to the surface measure px on 0K by

(0, Nk (0))dpx (6)
nvol,(K)

dok(x) =

Moreover, Lemma 1 of [I3] and its proof in show that det V2t)(6) = 2% Thus,

(0, N (0)) 1"
o (I
D, 2

Finally, the most compelling reason to call the quantity ase(f) = ase(¥) a weighted
affine surface area is the following theorem proved in [31] in the case of convex bodies in
R™. It says that with the weighted floating body K¢,

. vol,(K) — vol,(K¥) e s
tim ) [ ()7 0 (o)

2
where ¢, = 3 ("7“) "™ see also (@) in the introduction, and [14] 27 28] for a

voln,l(Bgf1
weighted random analogue to ([2)). Theorem 2l and Theorem [ are their analogues for
log concave functions. Thus these theorems provide a geometric description of weighted
affine surface area for such functions.

4.2 The case of s-concave functions

In this section we present our main result for s-concave functions. Throughout this
section we denote

Cn,s =

S ( n+s+1 )ﬁ
2\ (n + s)vol,s(B5*)

Theorem 3. Let n,s € N and f : R® — R4 an s-concave function. Further, let
O : R*"™ — Ry be a continuous function satisfying ®(x,y) = ¢(z, ||y||) for some ¢ :
R™"*L — R,. Then,

g S 1) = 2 (a)do

5—0 52/(n+s+1)

(s—1)(n+s

= Cos / | det V2 (2) /2|75 f(a) S0t (e, f1° (2)) e da

Let us consider the unweighted case in which ¢ = 1, or equivalently ¢ = 1. In this

12



situation let us write fs instead of f. Then Theorem [ implies that

50 52/(n+s+1)
f( n+s+1
2\ (n + s)vol,ys(By**

(s—1)(n+s

2
T [ a9 o) S (10

If f is s-concave we can associate with it the convex function
Vp(z) i=s(1— f/*(z)), zeR™ (20)

For A € R the M-affine surface area of the s-concave function f has been introduced in
[13, Definition 2| as

asx(f)

1 (1 = L5 (2)) DOV (det V25 (2))>
“ T i H({a, Viiy (@) — dyeppreeern 0 Y

noting that the parameter s in [I3] plays the role of 1/s in our set-up. In particular,
choosing A = n+r2 we can take the limit in ZI)) as s — oo to see that

s @)1= 7hs) (et V2 s
) B e w2/ (det V2 (x)) e
Jim (14 ns)as s (f) = / . (&, V7 (@)~ (2) dx

:/ e~ (1@ ks (.90 @) (dot V24, (2)) 77 da

:/ (det V2by (2)) T2 @ f (2, ¢ p (z)) "7z e %) dy
= ase; (V5)
with the weight function
P r(z,p(z)) = e2{@ oy (2))

In other words, in the limit we arrive at a particular weighted surface area of the convex
function ¢ associated with f as introduced in Section A1

Moreover, using (20) and the fact that Vep; = —sV f1/¢ and det V¢ ;(2) = det(—sV2f1/) =
s det(—V?2 f1/%), we see that

SN (@)D det (V2 (@)

as =
A(f) n+s Jrn (f‘%(x)_<$C,V(f%)(:c)>)>\("+5+l)—l
In particular, choosing A = An s = ﬁ, this reduces to
2n+s+1
n+s+1 s—1)(nts
asx, . (f) = = / £+ (@) T (det(~ V2(f (2))) 7 da

’ n+s Jgn
2n+s+1
n+s+1 s—1)(nts

which in turn coincides with ([I9). Moreover, according to [I3] Equation (31)] we have
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that
Sn/2+1

(n+ s)vols_1(S*~1)

where on the right hand side we have the LP-affine surface area of the auxiliary convex
body K% with p = (n+ s)ﬁ Using this identity with A = \,, s and noting that in this
case p = 1, we conclude that

aS)\(f) = aSP(K?)v

Sn/2+1

n 4+ s)vols_1(S5~1)

aS)\n,S(f) = ( as(K;)v

with as(K}) = asi (K }) being the usual affine surface area of K3 as defined by (16) and
S5~1 denoting the (s — 1)-dimensional unit sphere.
The previous discussion motivates the following definition.

Definition 4. Let n,s € N and f : R® — R4 an s-concave function. Further, let
O : R*"™ — Ry be a continuous function satisfying ®(x,y) = ¢(z, ||y||) for some ¢ :
Rt — R, . The expression

(s=1)(n+s)

asy(f) = / et V2 ()0 T () SO g, (@) A (22)

18 called the ¢-weighted affine surface area of the s-concave function.

5 Proofs

5.1 Proof of Theorems [Il and 2, and Propositions 2] and

We follow the proof of the main theorem of [I§], where the results have been obtained for
the unweighted case ® = 1. As a preparation, we need several lemmas. These lemmas
and their proofs are the analogous ones of [I8]. The first lemma is well known, see, e.g.,

7.
Lemma 1. Let ay,...,a, >0,

n 2
< 1}.
and let H, = H((an — h)en,e,). Then for all h < a,,

Sz{xeR": >

i=1

Tq

%

n—1 n—1 _
e (1—L) 3 - (n+1) an? vol,(ENH,) < pn
2

2a,, 2 vol, 1 (By Y TI15 @i

In particular, if € = rBY is a Euclidean ball with radius r in R™, then for all u € S"71,
for h <r and Hy, = H((r — h)u,u),

n+1 n—1 —

ni1 (1_£> - (nj—l) vol, (rBy N Hj ) < B
272 vol,_1 (B;‘*l) ro2

h—=2
2r

Lemma 2. Let ¢ € Con(R") and ® be a continuous, strictly positive function on R™H1.
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(1)

(it)

Let x € R™ be such that the Hessian V21 at x is positive definite. Then there are
constants 1 and By such that for all € > 0 there is o = do(x, ) such that for all
o S 507

1 2 4 xT) — €T
(1 Ba2) s (det (V(2) 7 @((a, ()~ < L) 0(®)

(
< (L+Bie) et (det (V2(2))) ™2 @((a, () 772,
Consequently, for f = e™¥ we get with (new) constants B; and (2

1 2 xr) — P X
(1 B2)£(2) e (det (V26(2))) ™ (G, ()~ < L Ta @)

< (14 A1) (x) unn (det (V20()) ™ @((r (a)) 2,

In particular, when ® = ®., we get that for all e > 0 there is 69 = do(x,€) such
that for all § < &g,

(1 _ﬂ25) Cn+1 (det V2’(Z)(I)))";+2 e%ﬁw(z) < %
+p

1
<(1 1€) Cnt1 (det (V%/;(@)) iz en%gw(ss)7
and for f = e~% we get with (new) constants 1 and (32

(1= B2e)f(x) enta (det (V2z/1(x)))"%2 enrz (@) < %

< (14 B18) f() oy (det (V2ip())) ™ ent2¥(),

Let x € R™ be such that det (V21(z)) = 0. Then for all e > 0 there is 6y = 6o(, €)
such that for all § < dg,

V@)~ @) _

0< 52/(nt2) =

Consequently, for f = e~ we get for all € > 0 that there is 6o = 6o(x,€) such that
for all § < dg,

flx) = £ (x)
0= 52/(n+52) <e

In particular, when ® = ®., we get that

v§(x) —p(x) f(z) = f§(x)
OSWSE and OSWSE

Proof. Let € > 0 be given and let zp € R". We put z,, = (z0,%(z0)) and denote by
Ny (2g,) the outer unit normal in z,, to the surface described by . As recalled above,
Ny (2a,) exists uniquely for almost all z.

To prove part (i) of the lemma, let zo be such that the Hessian V2i(xq) is positive
definite. Then, locally around z,, the graph of ¢ can be approximated by an ellipsoid
E. We make this precise. Let £ be such that the lengths of its principal axes are
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ai,...,an41 and such that its center is at z,, — an41Ny(2s,). Let E(e7) be the ellipsoid
centered at 2z, — an+1Ny (22,) whose principal axes coincide with the ones of £, but have
lengths (1 — €)ay,..., (1 — €)an,ans+1. Similarly, let £(e*) be the ellipsoid centered at
Zzo — An+1Ny (22, ), With the same principal axes as €, but with lengths (1+¢)aq, ..., (1+
€)an, ant1. Then,

Zpy € 0 and  Ng(2zy) = Ny(220)s

and (see, e.g., [27]) there exists a A > 0 such that
H™ (200 = AcNy (220), Nyp(220)) O E(e7)
CH™ (210 - AENi/J(ZIO)le/J(ZIO)) n {(x,y) ty 2> ’Q/J(JJ)}
C H™ (22y = AcNy(20o), Ny (25)) N E(ET). (23)

For § > 0, let 2 = (x0, % (20)). We choose § so small that for all support hyperplanes
H(z®) to (epi(w));I> through 2 we have

H(z$)" NE(E™) C H™ (229 — AcNy(220), Ny(22,)) N E(e7).
Let As be such that
H(ZIO - A(;Ndl (Zfﬁo)v NTZJ (2960)) (24)

is a supporting hyperplane to epi(1/§). We choose § so small that Ay < A, of 23). As
® is continuous on R™*1, there is a neighborhood U of z,, such that for all z € U,

(1 =)@ (22y) < P(2) < (1 +2)P(2a0)- (25)

We choose ¢ so small that for all support hyperplanes H(z¥) to (epi(z/)))? through 2§
we have

H(z)y"né&E)CU.

As depi(1)) is approximated by the boundary of an ellipsoid in z,,, we have that 2§ €
int(epi(v)). Thus we get by definition of (epi(z/)))?, respectively ¥, by Proposition [II
and Lemma, [T],

>
IN

/ D(z)dz
H (220 =25 Ny (220), Ny (224)) Nepi()

< (14 )®(za) Volust (H (2ag = 5Ny (2a0)s Nul220)) ™ 0 epi(s))
< ()20 )volust (H (20 = AsNo(za0), Nulz)) ™ 0 E))
nt2 n n . N2
< (1 + E)nJrl (I)(ZmO)Z VOln(BQ) a; A[;%
n+2 el /On+1

As Ky (220) = [ 11y 25 (see, e.g., [27]), () yields

Cnp1 (det V2(mg)) ™ 52/(n42)
1

(L)% (L4 [ Vab(ao)|[?)* B(za) T
where ¢, 41 is as given by (§). By (24)

As < (Ny(2), entr) (15 (o) — ¥(z0)) -

As >
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Therefore, with ([I2),
5 ¥ (z0) — ¥ (x0)
T (1L + (IVY(@o)|2)2

and thus with (24]),

. L §2/(nt2)
V5 (x0) — ¥(0) > Ci-i_;nﬂ (det V2¢h(wo)) ™+

—_—. 27
(1+¢)"m+2 P(2,,)7+2 (27)

Now we estimate & from below. As V21 (z0) is positive definite, we have that for suffi-
ciently small 6, z& € int(epi(v))). By Proposition [l [25) and 23] there exists a hyper-
plane Hs such that

o = / ®(2)dz > (1 — )P (200)volnt1 (Hy N epi(y))
H; Nepi(y)

(1 —&)®(2zy)volng1 (Hy N E(e7)). (28)

Y

The expression vol,+1 (H; N E(¢7)) is invariant under affine transformations with de-
terminant 1. We apply an affine transformation that maps £(¢7) into a Euclidean ball

with radius o ( 1 )i (29)
= bip(220) )

Now we use Lemma 11 of [25] and note that z, corresponds to 0 of Lemma 11, that
zs corresponds to z and that Ny (zg,) corresponds to N(0) = (0,...,0,—1). We choose
€ < €9, where &y is given by Lemma 11, and we choose 4 so small that ¢ (z9) — 1 (z¢) =

Hz? — z(x0)]| <& < ep. By Lemma 11 (iii) of [25],

voloy1 (Hy N E(€7)) = volupr (Hy N BY (24y — 7 Ny(22),7 )
n(y)™" volnga (C(r,do(1 = e(n(y) — 1)),

where ¢ is an absolute constant, C(r,do(1 — ¢(n(y) — 1))) is the cap of the (n + 1)-
dimensional Euclidean ball By (2., — 7 Ny (24, ),7 ) of height do(1 — ¢(n(y) —1))) and
dy is the distance from zs to the boundary of Byt (z,) — 1 Ny(240),7 ). v = 4¢/2rdy
and 7 is a monotone function on RT such that lim;—on(t) = 1. Thus, by (36) and
Lemma [I]

Y

< (do(1 = elot) - ) (1 LD =D T

We apply Lemma 11 (ii) of [25] next and note that z, of Lemma 11 corresponds to
zn = (ent1, Ny(220)) (T (w0) — 1(20)) in our case and Ié_l\ = ep+1. Then by Lemma 11
(if),
2d3
5
7 [ent1, Ny (220))|

do < {eny1, Np(220)) (05 (20) — ¥(x0)) < do + (31)
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Thus we get for sufficiently small §, with an absolute constant /31, that

=n(4v/2rdo) <1+ Bie (32)
and hence
L—c(n(y) —1) = 1— B, (33)

with an absolute constant 85. It follows from (BI]) that

o> {ensn, Noleas) (68 50) — (50)) (1 GO w(wo») |

({en+t1, Nw('zwo»)

We conclude with (I2), B0), BI), B2) and B3) that with (new) absolute constants
ﬁ17627

52/(n+2) >
s LY S A C ) >( U (0) — b(wo) >_
(1+ b1 8)% o Cnt1 (14 HV1/1(330)|| )2 r(1 4 | Veb(z0)]2)?

For ¢ small enough, () and 29)) give, with (new) absolute constants (31, Sz,

1 = 1§52/ (n+2)
’lﬂ?(l’o) — ’Q/J(JJQ) < % Cn+1 (det VQ’Q/J(J:O)) n+2 W (34)

This completes the proof of part (i).

For (ii), we assume that det (V?1(z0)) = 0. Suppose first that there is §o such that z3 €
depi(¢). Then 2§ € depi(tp) for all § < §. As 2§ = (:1:0,1/131’(3:0)) and zy, = (z0, ¥(x0)),
we thus get that ¢ (z¢) = 1 (x) for all § < &y, and hence % = 0.

Suppose next that for all § > 0, z§ € int(epi(¢)). As det (V24 (20)) = 0, the indicatrix
of Dupin at z,, is an elliptic cylinder and we may assume that the first k£ axes have
infinite lengths and the others do not. Then, (see e.g., the proof of Lemma 23 in [2§]),
for all € > 0 there is an ellipsoid £ and A, > 0 such that for all A < A,

&N H_(Zﬂﬂo - ANw(ZIO)v Nib(zwo)) C ePi(¢) N H_(Zﬂﬂo - ANl/J(ZﬂCo)v Nib(zwo)) (35)

and such that the lengths of the k first principal axes of £ are larger than % By
Proposition [l and continuity of ®, there exists a hyperplane Hg such that

0 = /7 ®(2)dz > (1 — €)®(2gy)vOlyt1 (Hy N epi(y)) .
Hy Nepi(v)

We choose § so small that
ENHy CENH (229 — ANy(2a0), Ny (22))-
Then we have with (B3],

§ > (1 —e)® (20 )volns1 (Hy N epi(yh)) = (1 — &)@ (24, )volat1(E N Hy ).
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Now we continue as in (36) and thereafter, and conclude that

.
VR (o) —wl(x) _ (1+Bie)"  cunr M)
62/ (n+2) (1= P 5)2% @(zmo)%% ey VOn+1

IN

__2
(1+ B g)n% it ﬁ a; s} "
E’n
(1= Bz €557 @(z0,) 7 VT ’

i=k+1

where in the last inequality we have used that for all 1 <1¢ <k, a; = % This completes
the proof. O

e P
We require a uniform bound in § for the quantities w‘}(;jz;i()m) and 1"652”;2; ﬁ;gm) so that we

can eventually apply the dominated convergence theorem. This is achieved in the next
lemma.

Lemma 3. Let ¢ € Con(R"™). Letn > 0 and let ® : R"™ — [n,00) be a continuous
function. There exists 6y such that for all § < dg, for all z € R™,

¥5 (@) — ¢(x)
e =

mis (14| Vy(@)|?)?2

+2 Cn+1

<2

)

e 1y (2) 7
where ry(x) is as in [IQ). In particular, for all 6 < d¢ and for all x € R™, we have that

1

> f(a).

o< SO FRE) (L4 |V

T g R Ty (2) 72

Proof. Let z, = (z,%(z)) € 9 (epi(v))) and let 28 = (z,9% (x)). Let ry(z) be as in (IT).
If Ny(zz) is not unique, then 7y (2;) = 0 and the inequality holds trivially. Moreover, if

¢ — xT . . . o e
¥ (z) = ¢(z), then % = 0 and again, the inequality holds trivially.

Thus we can assume that Ny (z,) is unique and 9 () > ¢(z). By Proposition [} there
is a hyperplane Hs such that z? € Hs and

0 = / @(z)dzZ/ D(z)dz
Hjy Nepi(y) Hy NBE M (2o =14 (2) Ny (22) 74 ()

> pvoly (Hy NBY ™ (2o — 1y (2) Ny (20), 7 (2))) - (36)

The proof now continues as the of of Lemma 5 in [I§]. We include it for completeness.
We will estimate vol,, 11 (Hy N BT (2 — 1y (@) Ny (22), 7 (z))). For this, we choose &y
so small that for all 6 < o, 2z, € Hy .

We start by dealing with the case

U5 (@) = ¥(x) = 1y () (ent1, Ny(zs)). (37)
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In this case we have for all hyperplanes H(z¥) through z? and such that z, € H ’(z?),
volyy1 (H™(25) N By ™ (20 — 1y () Ny (22), 74 () >

volyy1 (Hy (25) N By ™ (20 — ry(2) Ny (22),m4()))

where Hp(z) is this hyperplane orthogonal to  and such that both, z, and z? are in
Ho(2). We can estimate the latter from below by the cone with base £ (¢ (z) — (z)) B}

and height k> ((en 11, Ny(22)))? ”T(z) Hence, by (37,

voln1 (Hy (25) N By (20 — 1y (2) Ny (20), 7 (7))

> s (ensn Nyl )? 7o) (530) = (o))"
> s (enin Nole)? roe) (53(0) ~v() T (o)~ 0ta)) >
> i (e Nole) F @)t (980) -~ vio)F

Since (ens1, Ny (2ay)) = ——L—, we get with (40),

A+IV(2)

@) — (@) _ <2"+1<n+1>)% (L+ [ Ve(@)?)*
52/ =\ ol, (BE) 5

0y (2) 7
Next, we treat the case
0 <95 (x) —9(2) <7y (@) {ent1, Ny(za))- (38)
For all hyperplanes H(z{) through 2§ such that 2z, € H~(z9),
Vo1 (H™(25) N By ™ (20 — 14(2) N (22), 7 (2)))

is minimal if the line segment [2§, 2, — ry(2)Ny(2,)] is orthogonal to the hyperplane
H(z®). Then H= (22)NBy T (2, — r(x) Ny (22), 74 (x)) is a cap of By (2, — 7(2) Ny (22), 4 ()
of height d, where d = dist (z§,9B5"" (2; — r4(2)Ny(22),74(2)). Let h be the height

of the cap Hy (28) N Byt (2, — r(2) Ny (22), 74 () and let B be the angle between the
normal to Hp and the line segment [22, z, — 7y (2)Ny(2;)]. If B =0, then d = h =

¥ () — (z) and we get, as above,

vol, (By) <I> 3
§ > ol Z2)
=%+ 2) &

and thus

2
’(/J(I) xX) — ’(/J X n n+ 2 n+2 __2 __n_
5(22/)(n+2)( i =27 ) (@)

Assume now that 5 > 0. We first consider the case h < ry(x). Then

ry (@) (ent1, Ny (22)) — (@5 (2) — ¢ (x))
ry(x) —d '

ry(z) —h
—d

and sinfg =
Ty ()

cos f =
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From this we get

M

d = w(x)—((w(:zr)—h)2+(r¢(x) <en+1,N¢(zz)>_(¢5(x)_¢($)))2)
2 RNV
> ryla) (1—( o) D e, Ny ey L2 ) )

~

v ()2 Ty (T

> (e Nole) (o) — w(o) (1= g 2000 )

> Slenss, No(ew) (0s(0) — 9(@)).

The latter inequality holds as ¥ () — 1(x) < ry(z) (€nt1, Ny(2z)). Thus we get with
Lemma [I1

vol, (BY) a2 n
) — =’ 2 2
Z 13T 2) ry ()
vol, (BY) nt2 nt2

w3

> m<en+1,Nw(zm)>T (1/)(?(35)—1/)(17)) ory(x)e,

which implies that

¢?($)—¢($)<22g—1;< n+2 ) (L+ [ Ve(@)]?)?
- )

52/(n+2) vol,, (B} nRiE 1y () 7

If h > ry(x), then sinf is as above and cosff = ]T:(?)(_m; Continuing from here on as

above, completes the proof of the lemma. O

We cannot apply the previous lemma to the exponential weight function ®., since this
function is not uniformly bounded away from zero. We prove the corresponding lemma
for ®, separately. We also need a modified rolling function

(), i 0 ru(e) < v()
@ = JPE @) > 9@ 20
W@, 05 <
g, () > () > 0.

(39)
We recall that the set where ry(z) = 0 has measure 0.

Lemma 4. Let ¢ € Con(R™). There exists 09 such that for all § < oy, for all x € R™,

Y§(@) —¥(@)
0= "/ ©

AHIe@IDE s rv@ =4 @) i ()] < 1

3n+4 ” (w)ﬁ
<20%2 e e 2y3
QI @I) 2 o= (@) =4pu () i |a(z)] > 1
py () W2
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and

)2 3 -n x)—2ry(x .
)< @) = f5@) _ e (Ll et (V@ =2ru @) it ()] < 1
- n 1 —n
52/ (n+2) (1+Jlij)(%2)2 em(u)(m)—%pw(m)), Zf |’¢J(J;)| S 1.

Proof. We start out as in the proof of Lemma Bl Let z, = (z,9(z)) € 9 (epi(v)) and
z§ = (x,¢§(x)). Let first « be such that |¢(x)| < 1. Then, as above,

§ = / @e(z)dZZ/ . (2)dz
H; Nepi(1) HgﬂBg+1(ZI7T¢(I)N¢(ZI),T‘¢(m))

> min D (2) volyy1 (Hy NBY T (25 — 1 (2) Ny (22), 74 (2))) -
2€H; NBY T (20 =7y () Ny (22) 7 (2))

Now we observe that

min P, (2) > e~ (W (@)+2ry(2))
z€EH ﬂBg+1(zzfrw(m)Nw (22),ry(x))

and the proof then continues as in Lemma [Bl This way, we arrive at

¥5(x) — P(x)

_2
02258 ( n+2 )"“ 1+ VY (@)]?)? otz ((a)+2ry (@)

<
52/(n+2) - VOln (Bg) Tw (;p)nLH
1
S (1+ ||V1/1(3i)||2)2 o7k (@) +2ry (2))
ry ()2
and thus

1
Y§(z) — ¥(x) e—b@) < 9% e (14 Vy(z)]?)2 ot (n(@)—dry (2)

ZER - rol)

The term % can be handled in the same way.

Let now x be such that |[¢)(z)| > 1. Then we use py(x) and get that

0 = / O, (z)dz > / D (2)dz
Hg Nepi(y) Hy By (2o —py (2) Ny (22) 04 ()
2 min D(2) voluyr (Hy N By (20 — py (@) Ny (22), py ()
2€H; MBS (22 —py (£) Ny (22) 0y () (s ’ )
and

min P (2) > e~ (W(@)+2py(x))
2€H; NBY T (2o —py (2) Ny (22) ,py ()
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Again, the proof then continues as in Lemma [B] and we obtain

2
Vi@ — (@) pomm [ n42 \TE (14 VY()]? )% (2)+20,(2))
52/ (n+2) - vol,, (BY) py ()t
1
23:;340714*1 (1—|— ||V1/)( )H )2 n+2(¢(m)+2p¢(m))' (40)
py(x)7+2

Again, the term % can be dealt with in the same way. Thus,

Y5() —Y(@) T et (1+[[Vy(x )|| )% =1 (nap(a) —4dpy (z))
52/ (n+2) py(x) 72 fEs

and similarly for %. O

We also need the following lemma which was proved in [I8].

Lemma 5. Let ¢ : R® — R be a convex function such that e=% is integrable. Then we
have for all 0 < a < 1,

1

[ IO o )
" ry(2)*

In particular, this holds for o = 5.

Remark 4. If we analyze the proof of the lemma given in [18], we see that in fact we

have
/ A+ IVE@IP*  sue) gy - o (42)
n Ty ()

forall0 < a <1 andfp > 0.

For the proof of Theorem Pl and Proposition [3, we need a refinement of the previous
lemma which we present next.

Lemma 6. Let ¢ : R® — R be a convex function such that e=¥ is integrable. Then we
have for all 0 < a < 1,

1
/ L NVE@I)? | =t (o) -2py @) de < o0
wlo@l>1y  Pe(@)®

and

Ty ()

In particular, this holds for o = 5.

1
/ (14 IV (x)]?)2 s (M@~ (@) g < oo
{z:[(z)|<1}
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Proof. We start by writing

1
/ (14 Vy(x)]?)2 o (@)~ 4py (2)) gy
(@) >1} Py ()

2\ 1
/ (1+ |IV(x)]]7)2 o (b ()40 (2)) gy
{w:9>1and 0<ry, <y} Py ()
1
+/ (14 [Vy(x)]?)2 o () =40y (@) gy
{z:p>land 1<yp<ry} pw(x)a
1
+/ (14 IV (x)]?)2 o (@)~ 4y () gy
{z:p<—land 0<ry<—v} (‘T)a
1
+/ (1+Vy(z)]?)2 o (@)~ 4y (2)) oy
{z:<—land 1<—9p<ry} (I)

Q

Now, we estimate these integrals further according to the different cases indicated in (39)
and get

1
/ (14 [Vy(x)]?)> et (@)~ 4y () gy
{z:[¢(z)|>1}

pu(@)*
< A+ V@I ety .
o {z:¢¥>1and 0<ry, <y} Tw(x)
+/ (1+ || V(2)]?)2 o M (@) g
{z:p>land 1<yp<ry} 1/)(17)a
y 0+ IV 250 g,
{z:p<—land 0<ry,<—e} (x)a

+/ A+ [VO@I)? ats 4

{z:p<—land 1<—¢<ry} ( (‘T))

S/ (L+ [ Ve(@)[*)? gwmd+/'ﬂHWW@W%fﬁwmm
v rule)e n (@)

+/Rn(1+IIW(:r)II )2 e mE @ gy +/ 1+ |V (z)||]2)7 e 752%@) gy

n

The first two integrals in the last inequality are finite by Lemma [ and the subsequent
remark. It was proved in Lemma 3 of [18] that the last two integrals are finite as well.

Now we consider the second integral

/ 1+ [|Ve(@)]?)2 e (@) —ary (@) g
l@i<ty  Te(@)?

The set {x : [¢(z)| < 1} is compact. Indeed, since ¢ is continuous it is closed and since
Jan e @) dr < oo, the set is also bounded. Tt is shown in [29] that the rolling function ry,

is upper semicontinuous. Therefore the upper semicontinuous function e»+2 v(*) attains
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its maximum on {x : [¢(x)| < 1}. Thus,

/ (1+ || V(2)]?) o (@)~ (@) gy
{z: [ (z)|<1}

Ty ()
2\ 4
< max e%ﬂw(m)/ A+ [P en ¥ (@) g
{a:](2)|<1} {w:](2)| <1} Ty ()
2\ 4
< ax e%ﬂrw(m)/ 1+ IVy(@)]?)> V@) gy
{9 (2)|<1} n Ty (@)

and the latter integral is finite by Lemma Bl and again the remark made thereafter. [

Theorem [I] and Theorem 2] as well as Proposition[2land Proposition B follow immediately
from the lemmas just presented.

Proof of Theorem [ and Theorem[2. By the assumptions of the theorems, Lemmas
respectively Ml Lemmas Bl respectively [6] and the dominated convergence theorem we get

i el - BN _ [, () gEe))
R

5—0 62/ (n+2) L 550 52/(n+2)
and
o Je @ = @) (@)~ J@) de
5—0 62/ (n+2) R 60 §52/(n+2)
Finally, Lemma [l finishes the proof. O

Proof of Proposition[d and Proposition [3. The proofs are done in the same way as for
the theorems. O

5.2 Proof of Theorem

Recall the definition of the convex body K} and the fact that

Vol s(K}) :/ VO]S(BS)(fl/S(x))Sd$ = vols(B35) . f(x)de.

n

Then we can write

. VOan,_S(K?) — VOan,_S(K;-((I), 5))
an (I) - fgb(x) de = vol, (BS) ’

Now we apply Theorem 5 of [3T] for the volume difference involving the weighted floating
body. It follows that

VOl(K;) — VOI(K;(‘I), 9))
550 52/(n+s+1)
1 ( n+s+1

(n + s)vol,,¢(By**

_2
) mFeFT / K(2) TR B (2) T TR s (d2).
Vo o f
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For the next lemma recall the definition of as§ (f) from 22]).

Lemma 7. One has that

/ K(z) T D(z)” T pxcs (dz) = svols(B3) asg(f)
0K

Proof. We have

[ sl 00 T g (de) = [ ()T 0T e (),
oK s K s

where 5K]§ = {(z,y) € 0K} : & € int(supp(f))} is the set of points on the boundary
whose projection onto the R"-coordinate belongs to the interior of the support of f. Now,
applying [3] Lemma 8] and writing z = (21, ..., 2n, Zni1,--->2nts) € R"T5 we arrive at

/ (2) T B(2) T ey (d2)
éK; 4

_/ |detv2f(21,...,zn)1/s|ﬁ
o VIHIVIGr, o 2) o2

2 [ e (%) ot o)

(z1,. ., zn)_ﬂ"tsl“) @(z)fwiﬂ prc (dz)

where y = (y1,...,ys_1) and y, 1= \/f(a:)Q/S - Ef;ll y?. The integral with respect to y
is the same as in [3] and equals

dy _lf(as)%1 . s—11
/RH sl 2 f(2)* (s = Dvolu1(B3 I)B( 2 ’5)

with Euler’s beta function B(-, -). As a consequence,

[ st g dz)
0K !

=(s— l)volsf1(B§71)B(S — 1)

2 72
2 1/s -1 (s—1)(ns) 1/s/ N\ — 2
X | det V= f(x)™/ 8|71 f(x) =0FsFD op(a, f/5(x))” 7F=7T du.
]Rn

The result now follows from the fact that

s—1
11 T T(F)I(3)
“voly (BSIB(E= 2) = (s -1 2 ) 12
(6= vl (B5VB ("5 3) = ¢~ Uy~ 1n)
=(s—1) wr T(FVE 2wt
=I(z) T(3) I'(3)
= svols(B3).
The proof is thus complete. |
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We are now prepared for the proof of Theorem
Proof. We have

o Je 1) — £ (&) d

5—0 52/ (n+s+1)

1 n+s+1 T

- ls Bs s
2vol,(BS) ((n + S)VOIS(B;H‘S)) svols(B3) asg(f)
7sv015(B)( n+s+1 )ﬁ

~ 2voly(BS) \(n + s)vol,s(ByT?)

2 1/s n+1s+1
< [ 1ot v @) )

s ( n+s+1 )ﬁ
2\ (n + s)vol, . (By®)

Do w»

[V

(s—1)(n+s

G (a, £ (@)W da

. / | det V2 () /2 |75 f () T g, £ ()" T da

(s=1)(n+s)
— o [ et V2 ()14 T f(0) STHER o, 115 ()) T d,
]Rn

This completes the proof of Theorem [l O
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