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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 ⊂ R

n is a convex body
with boundary of differentiability class C2, its affine surface area is defined as

as(K) =

∫

∂K

κK(z)
1

n+1 dµK(z),

where µK stands for the surface measure on the boundary ∂K of K and κK(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., [17, 25, 30]. The affine surface area has a number
of important properties:

(i) it is equiaffine invariant in the sense that as(̺(K)) = as(K) for any volume pre-
serving affine transformation ̺ : Rn → Rn;

(ii) it is upper semi-continuous, which means that as(K) ≥ lim sup
n→∞

as(Kn) for any

sequence of convex bodies Kn, which converge in Hausdorff distance to a convex
body K ⊂ Rn;

(iii) it is a valuation, that is, as(K∪L) = as(K)+as(L)−as(K ∩L) for any two convex
bodies K,L ⊂ Rn for which also the union K ∪ L is a convex body.

The point (i) goes back to Blaschke, (ii) was proved by Lutwak [20] and (iii) by Schütt
[23]. It was shown in [19] 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

( as(K)

as(Bn2 )

)
1

n−1 ≤
( voln(K)

voln(Bn2 )

)
1

n+1

for all convex bodies K ⊂ Rn with centroid at the origin and where Bn2 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 Prékópa-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 ψ : Rn → R is a convex function with

∫

Rn
xe−ψ(x) dx = 0 one

defines its affine surface area by

as(ψ) =

∫

Rn

e−(ψ(x)+〈x,∇ψ(x)〉) det∇2ψ(x) dx

where 〈 · , ·〉 is the standard scalar product on Rn and ∇2ψ the Hessian of ψ. Then the
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functional affine isoperimetric inequality says that

as(ψ)

as(ψ‖ · ‖)
≤
∫

Rn
e−ψ‖ · ‖(x) dx

∫

Rn
e−ψ(x) dx

with ψ‖ · ‖(x) =
‖x‖2
2

and where ‖ · ‖ is the Euclidean norm on Rn. We remark that equality holds if and only
if ψ(x) = 〈Ax, x〉 + b for some positive definite matrix A and a scalar b ∈ R.

The affine surface area of a convex body K ⊂ R
n is closely related to what is known

as the floating body Kδ. For sufficiently small δ > 0 the latter is the intersection of all
halfspaces which cut off caps of volume at most δ from K, see (3) below. It was shown
in [25] that

lim
δ→0

voln(K)− voln(Kδ)

δ
2

n+1

=
1

2

( n+ 1

voln−1(B
n−1
2 )

)
2

n+1

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 ⊂ Rn, N ≥ n+1 and a sequence of independent and
uniformly distributed random points X1, X2, . . . in K one considers the random convex
hull [K]N = conv{X1, . . . , XN}. Then it turns out that [K]N roughly behaves like the
floating body K1/N and that

lim
N→∞

voln(K)− Evoln([K]N )

(voln(K)
N )

2
n+1

=
1

2

( n+ 1

voln−1(B
n−1
2 )

)
2

n+1

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 [7, 8].
However, to deal with such situations, an additional weight function is required. This
has motivated the study of weighted floating bodies in [6, 31]. The purpose of the present
paper is to extend the notion of weighted floating bodies to a functional level, extending
thereby the earlier work [18] 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, 31] 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 [16] 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 (1) for each of the functionals we consider. This is the content of our main
results, Theorems 1, 2 and 3 below.

The remaining parts of this text are structured as follows. After setting up some conven-
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tions and notation in Section 2 we introduce weighted floating sets and weighted floating
functions in Section 3. 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 4, where we again separate the cases (i) and (ii). All proofs are collected in the
final Section 5.

2 Conventions on notation

Throughout the paper we will use the following notation. We will be working in n-
dimensional Euclidean space Rn with scalar product 〈 · , · 〉 and norm ‖ · ‖. The n-
dimensional Lebesgue measure will be indicated by voln( · ). We denote by Bn2 (x, r) the
n-dimensional closed Euclidean ball centered at x ∈ Rn with radius r > 0. We write in
short Bn2 = Bn2 (0, 1) for the Euclidean unit ball centered at the origin 0 and Sn−1 = ∂Bn2
for the (n − 1)-dimensional unit sphere in Rn. A convex body K in Rn is a compact
convex subset of Rn with non-empty interior int(K). We denote by ∂K the boundary of
K and by int(K) its interior. The hyperplane passing through a point x ∈ Rn and which
is orthogonal to a vector u ∈ Sn−1 is denoted by H(x, 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, c, α1, α2, . . . , β1, β2, . . . ∈ (0,∞) 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
Bárány and Larman [5] and Schütt and Werner [25]. For a unit vector u ∈ Sn−1 and
a point x ∈ Rn we denote by H(x, u), or simply by H , the hyperplane through x and
orthogonal to u, that is

H = H(x, u) = {y ∈ R
n : 〈y, u〉 = 〈x, u〉}.

Then, setting 〈x, u〉 = a, H+ = {y ∈ Rn : 〈y, u〉 ≥ a} and H− = {y ∈ Rn : 〈y, u〉 ≤ a}
are the two closed half spaces determined by H . Now, let K be a convex body in Rn

and δ ≥ 0. The (convex) floating body Kδ of K is the intersection of all halfspaces H+

whose bounding hyperplanes H cut off sets of volume at most δ from K. Formally ,

Kδ =
⋂

{

H+ : voln(H
− ∩K) ≤ δ

}

, (3)

see [5, 25]. The floating body exists, i.e., is non-empty, if δ is small enough. Moreover,
K0 = K and Kδ ⊆ K, for all δ ≥ 0.

We mention that floating bodies have tight connections to random polytopes. In fact, it
turns out that the convex hull [K]N of N ≥ n+1 independent and uniformly distributed
random points in K is ‘close’ to the floating body K1/N for large N in a sense explained
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in detail in the survey article [22]. More recently, in [6, 7, 8] 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 (3) 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 ⊂ Rn be a convex body and
δ ≥ 0. In addition, we let Φ : Rn → R+ be an integrable function. Then the weighted
floating body KΦ

δ (with respect to the weight function Φ) is defined as

KΦ
δ =

⋂

{

H+ :

∫

H−∩K

Φ(x) dx ≤ δ

}

. (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 ⊂ Rn having non-empty interior. For x ∈ ∂C we denote by NC(x)
the set of all outer unit normal vectors at x. We remark that by a theorem of Rademacher
[11] that NC(x) consists of a single vector at µC-a.e. points x on C, where µC stands for
the surface measure on ∂C. Then, for a continuous function Φ : Rn → R+ and δ ≥ 0 we
put

CΦ
δ =

⋂

{

H (x− tNC(x), NC(x))
+ :

∫

H(x−tNC(x),NC(x))−∩C

Φ(x) dx ≤ δ

}

.

It is clear that CΦ
δ is a closed convex subset of C. If Φ ≡ 1, the definition coincides with

the one introduced in [18]. In that case we write simply write Cδ instead of CΦ≡1
δ . While

for a convex body K, Kδ is a proper subset of K if δ > 0, it is now possible that Cδ = C
for δ > 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 CΦ

δ =
⋂
{

H+ :
∫

H−∩K Φ(x) dx ≤ δ
}

for a integrable function
Φ : Rn → R+ may lead to a bounded CΦ

δ , which is not desirable in our context.

3.2 Convex and log concave functions and their floating func-

tions

Let ψ : Rn → R be a convex function. We always consider in this paper convex functions
ψ satisfying the assumption that 0 <

∫

Rn
e−ψ(x)dx < ∞. We denote the set of such

functions by Con(Rn). We also recall that a function f : Rn → R+ is log concave, if it
is of the form f = exp(−ψ) for some convex function ψ : Rn → R.

In the general case, when ψ is neither smooth nor strictly convex, the gradient of ψ,
denoted by ∇ψ, exists almost everywhere by Rademacher’s theorem [11]. Furthermore,
a theorem of Alexandrov [1] and Busemann and Feller [12] guarantees the existence of
the (generalized) Hessian, denoted by ∇2ψ, almost everywhere in Rn. The Hessian is a
quadratic form on Rn, and if ψ is a convex function, a Taylor formula as in the C2 case
holds for almost every x ∈ R

n (see [29]). Formally, we have that

ψ(x+ y) = ψ(x) + 〈∇ψ(x), y〉 + 1

2
〈∇2ψ(x)(y), y〉+ o(‖y‖2),

when y → 0.
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Let ψ be in Con(Rn) and denote by

epi(ψ) = {z = (x, y) ∈ R
n × R : y ≥ ψ(x)}

the epigraph of ψ. Then epi(ψ) is a closed convex subset of Rn+1. We denote for
short Nψ(z) = Nepi(ψ)(z) for z ∈ Rn+1. By the discussion of the previous section, for
sufficiently small δ and a continuous weight function Φ : Rn+1 → R+, the floating sets
epi(ψ)Φδ are given by

epi(ψ)Φδ =
⋂

{

H (x− tNψ(z), Nψ(z))
+ :

∫

H(x−t Nψ(z),Nψ(z))− ∩ epi(ψ)

Φ(z) dz ≤ δ
}

.

It is easy to see that there exists a unique convex function ψΦ
δ : Rn → R such that

(epi(ψ))Φδ = epi(ψΦ
δ ). This leads to the definitions of weighted floating functions for

convex and log concave functions.

Definition 1. Let ψ be in Con(Rn), δ > 0 and Φ : Rn+1 → R+ be a continuous function.

(i) The weighted floating function of ψ is defined to be the function ψΦ
δ satisfying

(epi(ψ))Φδ = epi
(

ψΦ
δ

)

. (5)

(ii) Let f(x) = exp(−ψ(x)) be a log concave function. The weighted floating function
fΦ
δ of f is defined as

fΦ
δ (x) = exp

(

−ψΦ
δ (x)

)

. (6)

For a log concave function f , a natural weight function is the exponential weight function
Φ(z) = Φe(z) = Φ((x, s)) = e−s. We then write in short ψeδ and feδ , where we identify a
point z ∈ Rn+1 with a pair (x, s) ∈ Rn×R, representing a spatial and a height coordinate
of z. When Φ ≡ 1, we write ψδ and fδ. Note also that when ψ is affine, ψδ = ψ and for
f = e−ψ we have that fδ = f .

The next proposition collects properties of the floating set epi(ψ)Φδ 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(ψ) appropriately, applying the results for
convex bodies and then and by a limiting argument. To present the result, for A ⊂ Rn,
we call the point

gΦA =

∫

A xΦ(x) dx
∫

A
Φ(x) dx

the Φ-barycenter of A.

Proposition 1. Let ψ ∈ Con(Rn) and Φ : Rn → R+ be a continuous function.

(i) For all δ such that epi(ψ)Φδ 6= ∅ and all zδ ∈ ∂(epi(ψ)Φδ ) ∩ int(epi(ψ)) there exists
a support hyperplane H at zδ to epi(ψ)Φδ such that δ =

∫

epi(ψ)∩H− Φ(z)dz.

(ii) A supporting hyperplane H of epi(ψ)Φδ that cuts of a set of Φ-volume δ from epi(ψ)
touches epi(ψ)Φδ in exactly one point, the Φ-barycenter of epi(ψ) ∩H.

(iii) The set epi(ψ)Φδ is strictly convex.

Remark 2. The proposition also holds for a bounded strictly convex subset C ⊂ Rn.
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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 : Rn → R+ is called s-concave if its support supp(f)
is a compact convex subset of Rn with non-empty interior and if f1/s is concave on its
support. Following [16], to such a function f we associate the set

Ks
f := {(x, y) ∈ R

n × R
s : x ∈ supp(f), ‖y‖ ≤ f1/s(x)}, (7)

where ‖ · ‖ the Euclidean norm on Rs. Note that Ks
f is a convex body of revolution

and its (n+ s)-dimensional volume vol(Ks
f ) is related to the integral

∫

Rn
f(x) dx via the

identity

voln+s(K
s
f ) =

∫

Rn

vols(B
s
2)
(

f1/s(x)
)s
dx = vols(B

s
2)

∫

Rn

f(x) dx.

Let Φ: Rn+s ⊃ Ks
f → R+ be a continuous function such that Φ(x, y) = φ(x, ‖y‖) for

some φ : Rn+1 → R+.

For δ > 0 we denote by Ks
f(Φ, δ) the (Φ, δ)−weighted floating body of Ks

f , which is
indeed a convex body if δ is sufficiently small, see [6, 31]. Moreover, since Ks

f is a body
of revolution and thanks to the rotational symmetry of Φ in the last s coordinates, the
set of all hyperplanes that cut a cap C off fromKs

f , such that
∫

C
Φ(x) dx = δ, is invariant

under transformations of the form Rn×Rs ∋ (x, y) 7→ (x,Ry) with R ∈ O(s), the group
of orthogonal transformations acting in the R

s-coordinate. As a consequence, Ks
f (Φ, δ),

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 gΦδ : Rn → R+ such that

Ks
f(Φ, δ) = {(x, y) ∈ R

n × R
s : x ∈ supp(gΦδ ), ‖y‖ ≤ gΦδ (x)},

where supp(gΦδ ) := supp(f)∩Ks
f(φ, δ). Indeed, let e1, . . . , en, en+1, . . . , en+s be the stan-

dard orthonormal basis of Rn×Rs and Ls := span{en+1, . . . , en+s} be the s-dimensional
linear subspace generated by the last s unit vectors. Then the function rΦδ : Rn → R+

defined by
rΦδ (x) := vols(K

s
f(Φ, δ) ∩ (x+ Ls))

1/s

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

gΦδ (x) := vols(B
s
2)

−1/srΦδ (x).

As a consequence, the function fΦ
δ (x) := gΦδ (x)

s is s-concave.

Definition 2. Let δ > 0 and Φ: Rn+s ⊃ Ks
f → R+ be a continuous function such that

Φ(x, y) = φ(x, ‖y‖) for some φ : Rn+1 → R+. For an s-concave function f : Rn → R+

we call fΦ
δ the s-concave Φ-weighted floating function of f .
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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

cn+1 =
1

2

(

n+ 2

voln(Bn2 )

)
2

n+2

(8)

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

Theorem 1. Let ψ be in Con(Rn) and f(x) = e−ψ(x). Let η > 0 and let Φ : Rn+1 →
[η,∞) be a continuous function. Then,

lim
δ→0

∫

Rn
(f(x)− fΦ

δ )(x) dx

δ2/(n+2)
= cn+1

∫

Rn

(

det
(

∇2ψ(x)
))

1
n+2 e−ψ(x)Φ((x, ψ(x)))−

2
n+2 dx.

The next result concerns the case of the exponential weight function Φ(z) = Φe(z) = e−s,
z = (x, s) ∈ Rn+1. We cannot obtain it from the previous theorem as the assumption
η > 0 there is not satisfied. A separate proof is needed to handle this case.

Theorem 2. Let ψ be in Con(Rn) and f(x) = e−ψ(x). Then,

lim
δ→0

∫

Rn
(f(x)− feδ (x)) dx

δ2/(n+2)
= cn+1

∫

Rn

(

det
(

∇2ψ(x)
))

1
n+2 e−

n
n+2ψ(x) dx.

Remark 3. If the determinant of the Hessian of ψ is zero almost everywhere, the right
hand terms in the two theorems above are zero as well. This is in particular the case when
ψ is an affine or piecewise affine function. When ψ is affine this follows immediately
because, as noted above, ψΦ

δ = ψ and fΦ
δ = f . When ψ is piecewise affine, then the

difference
∫

Rn
(f − fΦ

δ ) dx is of order δ
(log δ)n 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 [18]. Let
C be a closed convex set in Rn and let z ∈ ∂C be such that NC(z), the outer normal
vector of C at z, is unique. We put rC(z) to be the radius of the largest Euclidean ball
contained in C that touches C in z,

rC(z) = max{ρ : Bn2 (z − ρNC(z), ρ) ⊂ C}. (9)

If NC(z) is not unique, we put rC(z) = 0. The function rC is called the rolling function
of C. If C = epi(ψ), we will use from now on the notation

rψ(x) = repi(ψ)((x, ψ(x))). (10)

Since ψ is lower semi continuous, the epigraph of ψ is a closed set. For functions ψ such
that e−ψ is integrable, rψ(z) is bounded and for almost every x ∈ R

n, (x, ψ(x)) is an
element of a Euclidean ball contained in the epigraph of ψ.
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For a convex function ψ ∈ Con(Rn) the following formulas hold for the (generalized)
Gaussian curvature κψ(z) and the outer unit normal Nψ(z) in z = (x, ψ(x)) ∈ ∂ epi(ψ),
see, e.g., [13]:

κψ(z) =
det(∇2ψ(x))

(1 + ‖∇ψ(x)‖2)
n+2
2

(11)

and

〈Nψ(z), en+1〉 =
1

(1 + ‖∇ψ(x)‖2) 1
2

. (12)

As κψ(z) =
∏n
i=1

1

ρψi (z)
, where ρψi (z), 1 ≤ i ≤ n, are the principal radii of curvature, we

have for almost all x ∈ Rn that rψ(x) ≤ 1

(κψ(z))
1
n

. With (11) we thus get

rψ(x) ≤
1

(κψ(z))
1
n

=

(

1 + ‖∇ψ(x)‖2
)
n+2
2n

(det∇2ψ(x))
1
n

.

Therefore,

∫

Rn

(

det
(

∇2ψ(x)
))

1
n+2 e−

n
n+2ψ(x) dx ≤

∫

Rn

(

1 + ‖∇ψ(x)‖2
)

1
2

rψ(x)
n
n+2

e−
n
n+2ψ(x) dx

and
∫

Rn

(

det
(

∇2(ψ(x))
))

1
n+2 Φ(x, ψ(x))−

2
n+2 f(x) dx

≤ η−
2

n+2

∫

Rn

(

1 + ‖∇ψ(x)‖2
)

1
2

rψ(x)
n
n+2

f(x) dx.

Now, Lemmas 5 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 1 and 2.

Proposition 2. Let ψ be in Con(Rn). Let η > 0 and let Φ : Rn+1 → [η,∞) be a
continuous function. Then

lim
δ→0

∫

Rn

∣

∣ψΦ
δ (x)− ψ(x)

∣

∣ e−ψ(x) dx

δ2/(n+2)

= cn+1

∫

Rn

(

det
(

∇2ψ(x)
))

1
n+2 Φ((x, ψ(x)))−

2
n+2 e−ψ(x) dx.

The case of the exponential weight function Φ = Φe needs a separate treatment and
leads to the following result.

Proposition 3. Let ψ be in Con(Rn). Then

lim
δ→0

∫

Rn
|ψeδ(x)− ψ(x)| e−ψ(x) dx

δ2/(n+2)
= cn+1

∫

Rn

(

det
(

∇2ψ(x)
))

1
n+2 e−

n
n+2ψ(x) dx.

9



Theorem 1 and Proposition 2 as well as Theorem 2 and Proposition 3 motivate the
following definition.

Definition 3. Let ψ be in Con(Rn). Let η > 0 and let Φ : Rn+1 → [η,∞) be a continuous
function. Then

asΦ(f) = asΦ(ψ) =

∫

Rn

(

det
(

∇2ψ(x)
))

1
n+2 Φ((x, ψ(x)))−

2
n+2 f(x) dx. (13)

is called the Φ-(weighted) affine surface area of the log concave function f = e−ψ or the
convex function ψ, respectively.

For the exponential weight function Φ = Φe we call

asΦe(f) = asΦe(ψ) =

∫

Rn

(

det
(

∇2ψ(x)
))

1
n+2 e−

n
n+2ψ(x) dx. (14)

the Φe-(weighted) affine surface area of the log concave function f = e−ψ or the convex
function ψ, respectively.

Our results demonstrate that these Φ-affine surface areas can be obtained as the limits of
weighted (with weight Φ((x, ψ(x))−

2
n+2 ) “volume” differences of the log concave function

f = e−ψ and its floating function fΦ
δ or the convex function ψ and its floating function

ψΦ
δ (with weight Φ((x, ψ(x))−

2
n+2 f(x)). This resembles the behavior of the classical

affine surface area for convex bodies of [25], mentioned in (1).

Another definition of affine surface area for log-concave f or convex functions ψ, respec-
tively, was given in [13]. For λ ∈ R, it has been defined as

asλ(f) = asλ(ψ) =

∫

e(2λ−1)ψ(x)−λ〈x,∇ψ(x)〉
(

det ∇2ψ(x)
)λ
dx.

If we choose Φ in (13) accordingly, we recover asλ. Thus, asΦ is a generalization of the
previously introduced notion.

Now, we give reasons why we call (13) an affine surface area. We first recall from
[15, 21, 28] the definition of the Lp-affine surface areas asp(K) for convex bodies K ⊂ Rn.
For −∞ ≤ p ≤ ∞, p 6= −n, they are defined as

asp(K) =

∫

∂K

κK(z)
p

n+p

〈z,NK(z)〉
n(p−1)
n+p

dµK(z). (15)

In particular, if we choose p = 1 we get back the (usual) affine surface area of K, that is,

as(K) = as1(K) =

∫

∂K

κK(z)
1

n+1 dµK(z). (16)

Next, let us pass from integration over Rn in (13) to integration over ∂ epi(ψ) with the

change of variable formula
(

1 + ‖∇ψ(x)‖2
)

1
2 dx = dµepi(ψ). With (11) we get

asΦ(f) =

∫

∂ epi(ψ)

(

κ∂ epi(ψ)(z)
)

1
n+2 Φ(z)−

2
n+2 e−〈z,en+1〉dµepi(ψ)(z)

10



and for Φ = Φe,

asΦe(f) =

∫

∂ epi(ψ)

(

κ∂ epi(ψ)(z)
)

1
n+2 e−

n
n+2zn+1dµepi(ψ)(z). (17)

Thus the expression (13) coincides for the unbounded convex set epi(ψ) with the one for
the affine surface area of a convex body in Rn+1, as given in (16), 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 asΦ(f) shares several properties with asp(K).
Firstly, an affine invariance property holds with the same degree of homogeneity as for
the affine surface area for convex bodies in Rn+1. Formally, for all affine transformations
A : Rn → Rn such that detA 6= 0, one has that

asΦ(f ◦A) = | detA|− n
n+2 asΦ(f).

This identity is easily checked using the fact that ∇2
x(ψ ◦A) = AT∇2

AxψA. Moreover,
as for convex bodies, a valuation property holds for asΦ(f). Namely, for log concave
functions f1 = e−ψ1 and f2 = e−ψ2 one has that that

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

provided the function min(ψ1, ψ2) 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,

‖x‖K = min{α ≥ 0 : x ∈ αK} = max
y∈K◦

〈x, y〉 = hK◦(x), x ∈ R
n,

where hK◦ stands for the support function of the polar body K◦ of K. If we choose

ψ(x) =
‖x‖2

K

2 , then

asΦe

(‖ · ‖2K
2

)

=
(

1 +
2

n

)
n
2 (2π)

n
2

n voln(Bn2 )
as n

n+1
(K). (18)

Although a similar observation was already made in [13], we include the argument leading
to (18) for completeness. We integrate in spherical coordinates with respect to the
normalized cone measure σK associated with K. Thus, if we write x = rθ, with θ ∈ ∂K,
then dx = n voln(K)rn−1drdσK (θ) and we get

asΦe

(‖ · ‖2K
2

)

=

∫

Rn

det
(

∇2(ψ(x))
)

1
n+2 e−ψ(x)dx

= n voln(K)

∫ +∞

0

rn−1e
−nr2

2(n+2) dr

∫

∂K

(

det ∇2ψ(θ)
)

1
n+2 dσK(θ)

=

(

1 +
2

n

)
n
2

(2π)
n
2
voln(K)

voln(Bn2 )

∫

∂K

(

det ∇2ψ(θ)
)

1
n+2 dσK(θ).

11



The normalized cone measure σK is related to the surface measure µK on ∂K by

dσK(x) =
〈θ,NK(θ)〉dµK (θ)

n voln(K)
.

Moreover, Lemma 1 of [13] and its proof in show that det ∇2ψ(θ) = κK(θ)
〈θ,NK(θ)〉n+1 . Thus,

asΦe

(‖ · ‖2K
2

)

=

(

1 +
2

n

)
n
2 (2π)

n
2

nvoln(Bn2 )

∫

∂K

(

κK(x)

〈x,NK(x)〉n+1

)
1

n+2

〈x,NK(x)〉 dµK(x)

=

(

1 +
2

n

)
n
2 (2π)

n
2

nvoln(Bn2 )
as n

n+1
(K).

Finally, the most compelling reason to call the quantity asΦ(f) = asΦ(ψ) a weighted
affine surface area is the following theorem proved in [31] in the case of convex bodies in
Rn. It says that with the weighted floating body KΦ

δ ,

lim
δ→0

voln(K)− voln(K
Φ
δ )

δ2/(n+1)
= cn

∫

∂K

(κK(z))
1

n+1 Φ(z)−
2

n+1dµK (z),

where cn = 1
2

(

n+1
voln−1(B

n−1
2 )

)
2

n+1

, see also (1) in the introduction, and [14, 27, 28] for a

weighted random analogue to (2). Theorem 2 and Theorem 1 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

2

( n+ s+ 1

(n+ s)voln+s(B
n+s
2 )

)
2

n+s+1

.

Theorem 3. Let n, s ∈ N and f : Rn → R+ an s-concave function. Further, let
Φ : Rn+s → R+ be a continuous function satisfying Φ(x, y) = φ(x, ‖y‖) for some φ :
Rn+1 → R+. Then,

lim
δ→0

∫

Rn
f(x)− fΦ

δ (x) dx

δ2/(n+s+1)

= cn,s

∫

Rn

| det∇2f(x)1/s| 1
n+s+1 f(x)

(s−1)(n+s)
s(n+s+1) φ(x, f1/s(x))−

2
n+s+1 dx.

Let us consider the unweighted case in which φ ≡ 1, or equivalently ψ ≡ 1. In this

12



situation let us write fδ instead of fΦ
δ . Then Theorem 3 implies that

lim
δ→0

∫

Rn
f(x)− fδ(x) dx

δ2/(n+s+1)

=
s

2

( n+ s+ 1

(n+ s)voln+s(B
n+s
2 )

)
2

n+s+1

∫

Rn

| det∇2f(x)1/s| 1
n+s+1 f(x)

(s−1)(n+s)
s(n+s+1) dx. (19)

If f is s-concave we can associate with it the convex function

ψf (x) := s(1− f1/s(x)), x ∈ R
n. (20)

For λ ∈ R the λ-affine surface area of the s-concave function f has been introduced in
[13, Definition 2] as

asλ(f) =
1

1 + ns

∫

Rn

(1− 1
sψf (x))

(s−1)(1−λ)(det∇2ψf (x))
λ

(1 + 1
s (〈x,∇ψf (x)〉 − ψf (x)))λ(n+s+1)−1

dx, (21)

noting that the parameter s in [13] plays the role of 1/s in our set-up. In particular,
choosing λ = 1

n+2 we can take the limit in (21) as s→ ∞ to see that

lim
s→∞

(1 + ns) as 1
n+2

(f) =

∫

Rn

e−ψf (x)(1−
1

n+2 )(det∇2ψf (x))
1

n+2

eλ(〈x,∇ψf (x)〉−ψf (x))
dx

=

∫

Rn

e−(ψf (x)+
1

n+2 〈x,∇ψf (x)〉)(det∇2ψf (x))
1

n+2 dx

=

∫

Rn

(det∇2ψf (x))
1

n+2Φf (x, ψf (x))
− 2
n+2 e−ψf (x) dx

= asΦf (ψf )

with the weight function

Φf (x, ψf (x)) = e2〈x,ψf (x)〉.

In other words, in the limit we arrive at a particular weighted surface area of the convex
function ψf associated with f as introduced in Section 4.1.

Moreover, using (20) and the fact that∇ψf = −s∇f1/s and det∇2ψf (x) = det(−s∇2f1/s) =
sn det(−∇2f1/s), we see that

asλ(f) =
snλ+1

n+ s

∫

Rn

f
1
s (x)(s−1)(1−λ)(det(−∇2(f

1
s (x))))λ

(f
1
s (x)− 〈x,∇(f

1
s )(x)〉)λ(n+s+1)−1

dx.

In particular, choosing λ = λn,s =
1

n+s+1 , this reduces to

asλn,s(f) =
s

2n+s+1
n+s+1

n+ s

∫

Rn

f
1
s (x)

(s−1)(n+s)
n+s+1 (det(−∇2(f

1
s (x))))

1
n+s+1 dx

=
s

2n+s+1
n+s+1

n+ s

∫

Rn

f
1
s (x)

(s−1)(n+s)
n+s+1 | det∇2f

1
s (x)| 1

n+s+1 dx

which in turn coincides with (19). Moreover, according to [13, Equation (31)] we have
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that

asλ(f) =
sn/2+1

(n+ s)vols−1(Ss−1)
asp(K

s
f ),

where on the right hand side we have the Lp-affine surface area of the auxiliary convex
body Ks

f with p = (n+ s) λ
1−λ . Using this identity with λ = λn,s and noting that in this

case p = 1, we conclude that

asλn,s(f) =
sn/2+1

(n+ s)vols−1(Ss−1)
as(Ks

f),

with as(Ks
f ) = as1(K

s
f) being the usual affine surface area of Ks

f as defined by (16) and

Ss−1 denoting the (s− 1)-dimensional unit sphere.

The previous discussion motivates the following definition.

Definition 4. Let n, s ∈ N and f : Rn → R+ an s-concave function. Further, let
Φ : Rn+s → R+ be a continuous function satisfying Φ(x, y) = φ(x, ‖y‖) for some φ :
Rn+1 → R+. The expression

assΦ(f) =

∫

Rn

| det∇2f(x)1/s| 1
n+s+1 f(x)

(s−1)(n+s)
s(n+s+1) φ(x, f1/s(x))−

2
n+s+1 dx (22)

is called the φ-weighted affine surface area of the s-concave function.

5 Proofs

5.1 Proof of Theorems 1 and 2, and Propositions 2 and 3

We follow the proof of the main theorem of [18], where the results have been obtained for
the unweighted case Φ ≡ 1. As a preparation, we need several lemmas. These lemmas
and their proofs are the analogous ones of [18]. The first lemma is well known, see, e.g.,
[27].

Lemma 1. Let a1, . . . , an > 0,

E =

{

x ∈ R
n :

n
∑

i=1

∣

∣

∣

∣

xi
ai

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

≤ 1

}

.

and let Hh = H((an − h)en, en). Then for all h ≤ an,

h
n+1
2

(

1− h

2an

)
n−1
2

≤ (n+ 1) a
n−1
2

n voln(E ∩H−
h )

2
n+1
2 voln−1(B

n−1
2 )

∏n−1
i=1 ai

≤ h
n+1
2 .

In particular, if E = rBn2 is a Euclidean ball with radius r in Rn, then for all u ∈ Sn−1,
for h ≤ r and Hh = H((r − h)u, u),

h
n+1
2

(

1− h

2r

)

≤ (n+ 1) voln
(

rBn2 ∩H−
h

)

2
n+1
2 voln−1

(

Bn−1
2

)

r
n−1
2

≤ h
n+1
2 .

Lemma 2. Let ψ ∈ Con(Rn) and Φ be a continuous, strictly positive function on Rn+1.
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(i) Let x ∈ Rn be such that the Hessian ∇2ψ at x is positive definite. Then there are
constants β1 and β2 such that for all ε > 0 there is δ0 = δ0(x, ε) such that for all
δ ≤ δ0,

(1 − β2ε) cn+1

(

det
(

∇2ψ(x)
))

1
n+2 Φ((x, ψ(x))−

2
n+2 ≤ ψΦ

δ (x)− ψ(x)

δ2/(n+2)

≤ (1 + β1ε) cn+1

(

det
(

∇2ψ(x)
))

1
n+2 Φ((x, ψ(x))−

2
n+2 .

Consequently, for f = e−ψ we get with (new) constants β1 and β2

(1− β2ε)f(x) cn+1

(

det
(

∇2ψ(x)
))

1
n+2 Φ((x, ψ(x))−

2
n+2 ≤ f(x)− fΦ

δ (x)

δ2/(n+2)

≤ (1 + β1ε)f(x) cn+1

(

det
(

∇2ψ(x)
))

1
n+2 Φ((x, ψ(x))−

2
n+2 .

In particular, when Φ = Φe, we get that for all ε > 0 there is δ0 = δ0(x, ε) such
that for all δ ≤ δ0,

(1− β2ε) cn+1

(

det
(

∇2ψ(x)
))

1
n+2 e

2
n+2ψ(x) ≤ ψeδ(x)− ψ(x)

δ2/(n+2)

≤ (1 + β1ε) cn+1

(

det
(

∇2ψ(x)
))

1
n+2 e

2
n+2ψ(x),

and for f = e−ψ we get with (new) constants β1 and β2

(1− β2ε)f(x) cn+1

(

det
(

∇2ψ(x)
))

1
n+2 e

2
n+2ψ(x) ≤ f(x)− feδ (x)

δ2/(n+2)

≤ (1 + β1ε)f(x) cn+1

(

det
(

∇2ψ(x)
))

1
n+2 e

2
n+2ψ(x).

(ii) Let x ∈ Rn be such that det
(

∇2ψ(x)
)

= 0. Then for all ε > 0 there is δ0 = δ0(x, ε)
such that for all δ ≤ δ0,

0 ≤ ψΦ
δ (x)− ψ(x)

δ2/(n+2)
≤ ε.

Consequently, for f = e−ψ we get for all ε > 0 that there is δ0 = δ0(x, ε) such that
for all δ ≤ δ0,

0 ≤ f(x)− fΦ
δ (x)

δ2/(n+2)
≤ ε.

In particular, when Φ = Φe, we get that

0 ≤ ψeδ(x)− ψ(x)

δ2/(n+2)
≤ ε and 0 ≤ f(x)− feδ (x)

δ2/(n+2)
≤ ε.

Proof. Let ε > 0 be given and let x0 ∈ Rn. We put zx0 = (x0, ψ(x0)) and denote by
Nψ(zx0) the outer unit normal in zx0 to the surface described by ψ. As recalled above,
Nψ(zx0) exists uniquely for almost all x0.

To prove part (i) of the lemma, let x0 be such that the Hessian ∇2ψ(x0) is positive
definite. Then, locally around zx0 , the graph of ψ can be approximated by an ellipsoid
E . We make this precise. Let E be such that the lengths of its principal axes are
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a1, . . . , an+1 and such that its center is at zx0 − an+1Nψ(zx0). Let E(ε−) be the ellipsoid
centered at zx0 −an+1Nψ(zx0) whose principal axes coincide with the ones of E , but have
lengths (1 − ε)a1, . . . , (1 − ε)an, an+1. Similarly, let E(ε+) be the ellipsoid centered at
zx0 −an+1Nψ(zx0), with the same principal axes as E , but with lengths (1+ε)a1, . . . , (1+
ε)an, an+1. Then,

zx0 ∈ ∂E and NE(zx0) = Nψ(zx0),

and (see, e.g., [27]) there exists a ∆ε > 0 such that

H− (zx0 −∆εNψ(zx0), Nψ(zx0)) ∩ E(ε−)
⊆ H− (zx0 −∆εNψ(zx0), Nψ(zx0)) ∩ {(x, y) : y ≥ ψ(x)}

⊆ H− (zx0 −∆εNψ(zx0), Nψ(zx0)) ∩ E(ε+). (23)

For δ ≥ 0, let zΦδ = (x0, ψ
Φ
δ (x0)). We choose δ so small that for all support hyperplanes

H(zΦδ ) to (epi(ψ))Φδ through zΦδ we have

H(zΦδ )
− ∩ E(ε−) ⊆ H− (zx0 −∆εNψ(zx0), Nψ(zx0)) ∩ E(ε−).

Let ∆δ be such that
H(zx0 −∆δNψ(zx0), Nψ(zx0)) (24)

is a supporting hyperplane to epi(ψΦ
δ ). We choose δ so small that ∆δ ≤ ∆ε of (23). As

Φ is continuous on Rn+1, there is a neighborhood U of zx0 such that for all z ∈ U ,

(1− ε)Φ(zx0) ≤ Φ(z) ≤ (1 + ε)Φ(zx0). (25)

We choose δ so small that for all support hyperplanes H(zΦδ ) to (epi(ψ))
Φ
δ through zΦδ

we have
H(zΦδ )

− ∩ E(ε−) ⊆ U.

As ∂ epi(ψ) is approximated by the boundary of an ellipsoid in zx0 , we have that zΦδ ∈
int(epi(ψ)). Thus we get by definition of (epi(ψ))

Φ
δ , respectively ψ

Φ
δ , by Proposition 1

and Lemma 1,

δ ≤
∫

H(zx0−∆δNψ(zx0),Nψ(zx0))
−

∩ epi(ψ)

Φ(z)dz

≤ (1 + ε)Φ(zx0) voln+1

(

H (zx0 −∆δNψ(zx0), Nψ(zx0))
− ∩ epi(ψ)

)

≤ (1 + ε)Φ(zx0)voln+1

(

H (zx0 −∆δNψ(zx0), Nψ(zx0))
− ∩ E(ε+)

)

≤ (1 + ε)n+1 Φ(zx0)
2
n+2
2 voln(B

n
2 )

n+ 2

n
∏

i=1

ai√
an+1

∆
n+2
2

δ .

As κψ(zx0) =
∏n
i=1

an+1

a2i
(see, e.g., [27]), (11) yields

∆δ ≥
cn+1

(1 + ε)2
n+1
n+2

(

det∇2ψ(x0)
)

1
n+2

(1 + ‖∇ψ(x0)‖2)
1
2

δ2/(n+2)

Φ(zx0)
2

n+2

, (26)

where cn+1 is as given by (8). By (24)

∆δ ≤ 〈Nψ(z), en+1〉
(

ψΦ
δ (x0)− ψ(x0)

)

.
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Therefore, with (12),

∆δ ≤
ψΦ
δ (x0)− ψ(x0)

(1 + ‖∇ψ(x0)‖2) 1
2

and thus with (26),

ψΦ
δ (x0)− ψ(x0) ≥

cn+1

(1 + ε)2
n+1
n+2

(

det∇2ψ(x0)
)

1
n+2

δ2/(n+2)

Φ(zx0)
2

n+2

. (27)

Now we estimate δ from below. As ∇2ψ(x0) is positive definite, we have that for suffi-
ciently small δ, zΦδ ∈ int(epi(ψ)). By Proposition 1, (25) and (23) there exists a hyper-
plane Hδ such that

δ =

∫

H−
δ ∩epi(ψ)

Φ(z)dz ≥ (1− ε)Φ(zx0)voln+1

(

H−
δ ∩ epi(ψ)

)

≥ (1− ε)Φ(zx0)voln+1

(

H−
δ ∩ E(ε−)

)

. (28)

The expression voln+1

(

H−
δ ∩ E(ε−)

)

is invariant under affine transformations with de-
terminant 1. We apply an affine transformation that maps E(ε−) into a Euclidean ball
with radius

r = (1− ε)

(

1

κψ(zx0)

)
1
n

. (29)

Now we use Lemma 11 of [25] and note that zx0 corresponds to 0 of Lemma 11, that
zδ corresponds to z and that Nψ(zx0) corresponds to N(0) = (0, . . . , 0,−1). We choose
ε < ε0, where ε0 is given by Lemma 11, and we choose δ so small that ψΦ

δ (x0)−ψ(x0) =

‖zφδ − z(x0)‖ ≤ ε < ε0. By Lemma 11 (iii) of [25],

voln+1

(

H−
δ ∩ E(ε−)

)

= voln+1

(

H−
δ ∩ Bn+1

2 (zx0 − r Nψ(zx0), r )
)

≥ η(γ)−n voln+1 (C(r, d0(1− c(η(γ)− 1)))) ,

where c is an absolute constant, C(r, d0(1 − c(η(γ) − 1))) is the cap of the (n + 1)-
dimensional Euclidean ball Bn+1

2 (zx0 − r Nψ(zx0), r ) of height d0(1− c(η(γ)− 1))) and
d0 is the distance from zδ to the boundary of Bn+1

2 (zx0 − r Nψ(zx0), r ). γ = 4
√
2rd0

and η is a monotone function on R+ such that limt→0 η(t) = 1. Thus, by (36) and
Lemma 1,

δ ≥ (1− ε)Φ(zx0)
2
n+2
2 voln(B

n
2 )

(n+ 2) η(γ)n
r
n
2

× (d0(1− c(η(γ)− 1))))
n+2
2

(

1− d0(1− c(η(γ)− 1))

2r

)
n
2

. (30)

We apply Lemma 11 (ii) of [25] next and note that zn of Lemma 11 corresponds to
zn = 〈en+1, Nψ(zx0)〉

(

ψΦ
δ (x0)− ψ(x0)

)

in our case and ξ
‖ξ‖ = en+1. Then by Lemma 11

(ii),

d0 ≤ 〈en+1, Nψ(zx0)〉
(

ψΦ
δ (x0)− ψ(x0)

)

≤ d0 +
2d20

r |〈en+1, Nψ(zx0)〉|2
. (31)
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Thus we get for sufficiently small δ, with an absolute constant β1, that

η(γ) = η(4
√

2rd0) ≤ 1 + β1ε (32)

and hence
1− c(η(γ)− 1) ≥ 1− β2ε, (33)

with an absolute constant β2. It follows from (31) that

d0 ≥ 〈en+1, Nψ(zx0)〉
(

ψΦ
δ (x0)− ψ(x0)

)

(

1− 2
(

ψΦ
δ (x0)− ψ(x0)

)

r (〈en+1, Nψ(zx0)〉)

)

.

We conclude with (12), (30), (31), (32) and (33) that with (new) absolute constants
β1, β2,

δ2/(n+2) ≥
1− β2 ε

(1 + β1 ε)
2n
n+2

Φ(zx0)
2

n+2
r

n
n+2

cn+1

(

ψΦ
δ (x0)− ψ(x0)

)

(1 + ‖∇ψ(x0)‖2) 1
2

(

1− 2
ψΦ
δ (x0)− ψ(x0)

r(1 + ‖∇ψ(x0)‖2) 1
2

)2n+1
n+2

.

For δ small enough, (11) and (29) give, with (new) absolute constants β1, β2,

ψΦ
δ (x0)− ψ(x0) ≤

(1 + β1 ε)
2n
n+2

(1− β2 ε)
2n+1
n+2

cn+1

(

det∇2ψ(x0)
)

1
n+2

δ2/(n+2)

Φ(zx0)
2

n+2

. (34)

This completes the proof of part (i).

For (ii), we assume that det
(

∇2ψ(x0)
)

= 0. Suppose first that there is δ0 such that zΦδ0 ∈
∂ epi(ψ). Then zΦδ ∈ ∂ epi(ψ) for all δ ≤ δ0. As z

Φ
δ = (x0, ψ

Φ
δ (x0)) and zx0 = (x0, ψ(x0)),

we thus get that ψΦ
δ (x0) = ψ(x0) for all δ ≤ δ0, and hence

ψΦ
δ (x0)−ψ(x0)

δ2/(n+2) = 0.

Suppose next that for all δ > 0, zΦδ ∈ int(epi(ψ)). As det
(

∇2ψ(x0)
)

= 0, the indicatrix
of Dupin at zx0 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 [28]),
for all ε > 0 there is an ellipsoid E and ∆ε > 0 such that for all ∆ ≤ ∆ε,

E ∩H−(zx0 −∆Nψ(zx0), Nψ(zx0)) ⊂ epi(ψ) ∩H−(zx0 −∆Nψ(zx0), Nψ(zx0)) (35)

and such that the lengths of the k first principal axes of E are larger than 1
ε . By

Proposition 1 and continuity of Φ, there exists a hyperplane Hδ such that

δ =

∫

H−
δ ∩epi(ψ)

Φ(z)dz ≥ (1− ε)Φ(zx0)voln+1

(

H−
δ ∩ epi(ψ)

)

.

We choose δ so small that

E ∩H−
δ ⊂ E ∩H−(zx0 −∆Nψ(zx0), Nψ(zx0)).

Then we have with (35),

δ ≥ (1− ε)Φ(zx0)voln+1

(

H−
δ ∩ epi(ψ)

)

≥ (1− ε)Φ(zx0)voln+1(E ∩H−
δ ).
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Now we continue as in (36) and thereafter, and conclude that

ψΦ
δ (x0)− ψ(x0)

δ2/(n+2)
≤ (1 + β1 ε)

2n
n+2

(1− β2 ε)
2n+1
n+2

cn+1

Φ(zx0)
2

n+2

(

n
∏

i=1

ai√
an+1

)− 2
n+1

≤ (1 + β1 ε)
2n
n+2

(1− β2 ε)
2n+1
n+2

cn+1

Φ(zx0)
2

n+2

(

n
∏

i=k+1

ai√
an+1

)− 2
n+1

ε
2k
n+2 ,

where in the last inequality we have used that for all 1 ≤ i ≤ k, ai =
1
ε . This completes

the proof.

We require a uniform bound in δ for the quantities
ψeδ(x)−ψ(x)

δ2/(n+2) and
ψΦ
δ (x)−ψ(x)

δ2/(n+2) so that we
can eventually apply the dominated convergence theorem. This is achieved in the next
lemma.

Lemma 3. Let ψ ∈ Con(Rn). Let η > 0 and let Φ : Rn+1 → [η,∞) be a continuous
function. There exists δ0 such that for all δ < δ0, for all x ∈ Rn,

0 ≤ ψΦ
δ (x)− ψ(x)

δ2/(n+2)
≤ 2

3n+4
n+2 cn+1

(1 + ‖∇ψ(x)‖2) 1
2

η
2

n+2 rψ(x)
n
n+2

,

where rψ(x) is as in (10). In particular, for all δ < δ0 and for all x ∈ Rn, we have that

0 ≤ f(x)− fΦ
δ (x)

δ2/(n+2)
≤ 2

3n+4
n+2 cn+1

(1 + ‖∇ψ(x)‖2) 1
2

η
2

n+2 rψ(x)
n
n+2

f(x).

Proof. Let zx = (x, ψ(x)) ∈ ∂ (epi(ψ)) and let zΦδ = (x, ψΦ
δ (x)). Let rψ(x) be as in (10).

If Nψ(zx) is not unique, then rψ(zx) = 0 and the inequality holds trivially. Moreover, if

ψΦ
δ (x) = ψ(x), then

ψφδ (x)−ψ(x)

δ2/(n+2) = 0 and again, the inequality holds trivially.

Thus we can assume that Nψ(zx) is unique and ψφδ (x) > ψ(x). By Proposition 1, there

is a hyperplane Hδ such that zφδ ∈ Hδ and

δ =

∫

H−
δ ∩epi(ψ)

Φ(z)dz ≥
∫

H−
δ ∩Bn+1

2 (zx−rψ(x)Nψ(zx),rψ(x))

Φ(z)dz

≥ η voln+1

(

H−
δ ∩Bn+1

2 (zx − rψ(x)Nψ(zx), rψ(x))
)

. (36)

The proof now continues as the of of Lemma 5 in [18]. We include it for completeness.
We will estimate voln+1

(

H−
δ ∩Bn+1

2 (zx − rψ(x)Nψ(zx), rψ(x))
)

. For this, we choose δ0
so small that for all δ ≤ δ0, zx ∈ H−

δ .

We start by dealing with the case

ψΦ
δ (x)− ψ(x) ≥ rψ(x) 〈en+1, Nψ(zx)〉. (37)
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In this case we have for all hyperplanes H(zΦδ ) through z
φ
δ and such that zx ∈ H−(zφδ ),

voln+1

(

H−(zΦδ ) ∩Bn+1
2 (zx − rψ(x)Nψ(zx), rψ(x))

)

≥
voln+1

(

H−
0 (zΦδ ) ∩Bn+1

2 (zx − rψ(x)Nψ(zx), rψ(x))
)

,

where H0(z
Φ
δ ) is this hyperplane orthogonal to x and such that both, zx and zφδ are in

H0(z
Φ
δ ). We can estimate the latter from below by the cone with base 1

2

(

ψΦ
δ (x) − ψ(x)

)

Bn2
and height h ≥ (〈en+1, Nψ(zx)〉)2 rψ(x)

2 . Hence, by (37),

voln+1

(

H−
0 (zΦδ ) ∩Bn+1

2 (zx − rψ(x)Nψ(zx), rψ(x))
)

≥ voln (B
n
2 )

2n+1(n+ 1)
(〈en+1, Nψ(zx)〉)2 rψ(x)

(

ψΦ
δ (x)− ψ(x)

)n

≥ voln (B
n
2 )

2n+1(n+ 1)
(〈en+1, Nψ(zx)〉)2 rψ(x)

(

ψΦ
δ (x)− ψ(x)

)

n+2
2
(

ψΦ
δ (x)− ψ(x)

)

n−2
2

≥ voln (B
n
2 )

2n+1(n+ 1)
(〈en+1, Nψ(zx)〉)

n+2
2 rψ(x)

n
2

(

ψΦ
δ (x)− ψ(x)

)

n+2
2 .

Since 〈en+1, Nψ(zx0)〉 = 1

(1+‖∇ψ‖2)
1
2
, we get with (40),

ψΦ
δ (x) − ψ(x)

δ2/(n+2)
≤
(

2n+1(n+ 1)

voln (Bn2 )

)

2
n+2 (1 + ‖∇ψ(x)‖2) 1

2

η
2

n+2 rψ(x)
n
n+2

.

Next, we treat the case

0 < ψΦ
δ (x)− ψ(x) < rψ(x) 〈en+1, Nψ(zx)〉. (38)

For all hyperplanes H(zΦδ ) through z
Φ
δ such that zx ∈ H−(zΦδ ),

voln+1

(

H−(zΦδ ) ∩Bn+1
2 (zx − rψ(x)Nψ(zx), rψ(x))

)

is minimal if the line segment [zΦδ , zx − rψ(x)Nψ(zx)] is orthogonal to the hyperplane
H(zΦδ ). ThenH

−(zΦδ )∩Bn+1
2 (zx − r(x)Nψ(zx), rψ(x)) is a cap ofBn+1

2 (zx − r(x)Nψ(zx), rψ(x))
of height d, where d = dist

(

zΦδ , ∂B
n+1
2 (zx − rψ(x)Nψ(zx), rψ(x)

)

. Let h be the height

of the cap H−
0 (zΦδ ) ∩Bn+1

2 (zx − r(x)Nψ(zx), rψ(x)) and let β be the angle between the
normal to H0 and the line segment [zΦδ , zx − rψ(x)Nψ(zx)]. If β = 0, then d = h =
ψΦ
δ (x)− ψ(x) and we get, as above,

δ ≥ η
voln(B

n
2 )

2
n
2 (n+ 2)

(

ψΦ
δ (x) − ψ(x)

)

n+2
2 rψ(x)

n
2

and thus

ψΦ
δ (x)− ψ(x)

δ2/(n+2)
≤ 2

n
n+2

(

n+ 2

voln (Bn2 )

)
2

n+2

η−
2

n+2 rψ(x)
− n
n+2 .

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

cosβ =
rψ(x) − h

rψ(x)− d
and sinβ =

rψ(x) 〈en+1, Nψ(zx)〉 − (ψΦ
δ (x) − ψ(x))

rψ(x)− d
.
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From this we get

d = rψ(x)−
(

(rψ(x)− h)2 + (rψ(x) 〈en+1, Nψ(zx)〉 − (ψδ(x)− ψ(x)))
2
)

1
2

≥ rψ(x)

(

1−
(

1 +
(ψδ(x)− ψ(x))2

rψ(x)2
− 2〈en+1, Nψ(zx)〉

(ψδ(x) − ψ(x))

rψ(x)

)
1
2

)

≥ 〈en+1, Nψ(zx)〉 (ψδ(x)− ψ(x))

(

1− ψδ(x) − ψ(x)

2 r(x) 〈en+1, Nψ(zx)〉

)

≥ 1

2
〈en+1, Nψ(zx)〉 (ψδ(x) − ψ(x)) .

The latter inequality holds as ψΦ
δ (x) − ψ(x) < rψ(x) 〈en+1, Nψ(zx)〉. Thus we get with

Lemma 1,

δ ≥ η
voln(B

n
2 )

2
n
2 (n+ 2)

d
n+2
2 rψ(x)

n
2

≥ η
voln(B

n
2 )

2n+1(n+ 2)
〈en+1, Nψ(zx)〉

n+2
2

(

ψΦ
δ (x) − ψ(x)

)

n+2
2 rψ(x)

n
2 ,

which implies that

ψΦ
δ (x) − ψ(x)

δ2/(n+2)
≤ 22

n+1
n+2

(

n+ 2

voln (Bn2 )

)
2

n+2 (1 + ‖∇ψ(x)‖2) 1
2

η
2

n+2 rψ(x)
n
n+2

.

If h > rψ(x), then sinβ is as above and cosβ =
h−rψ(x)
rψ(x)−d

. Continuing from here on as

above, completes the proof of the lemma.

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

ρψ(x) =



















rψ(x), if 0 ≤ rψ(x) ≤ ψ(x)

ψ(x), if rψ(x) > ψ(x) ≥ 0

rψ(x), if 0 ≤ rψ(x) ≤ −ψ(x)
−ψ(x), if rψ(x) > −ψ(x) > 0.

(39)

We recall that the set where rψ(x) = 0 has measure 0.

Lemma 4. Let ψ ∈ Con(Rn). There exists δ0 such that for all δ < δ0, for all x ∈ Rn,

0 ≤ ψeδ(x) − ψ(x)

δ2/(n+2)
e−ψ(x)

≤ 2
3n+4
n+2 cn+1











(1+‖∇ψ(x)‖2)
1
2

rψ(x)
n
n+2

e−
1

n+2 (nψ(x)−4rψ(x)), if |ψ(x)| ≤ 1

(1+‖∇ψ(x)‖2)
1
2

ρψ(x)
n
n+2

e−
1

n+2 (nψ(x)−4ρψ(x)), if |ψ(x)| > 1
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and

0 ≤ f(x)− feδ (x)

δ2/(n+2)
≤ 2

3n+4
n+2 cn+1











(1+‖∇ψ(x)‖2)
1
2

rψ(x)
n
n+2

e
−n
n+2 (ψ(x)−

4
n rψ(x)), if |ψ(x)| ≤ 1

(1+‖∇ψ(x)‖2)
1
2

ρψ(x)
n
n+2

e
−n
n+2 (ψ(x)−

4
n ρψ(x)), if |ψ(x)| > 1.

Proof. We start out as in the proof of Lemma 3. Let zx = (x, ψ(x)) ∈ ∂ (epi(ψ)) and
zeδ = (x, ψeδ(x)). Let first x be such that |ψ(x)| ≤ 1. Then, as above,

δ =

∫

H−
δ ∩epi(ψ)

Φe(z)dz ≥
∫

H−
δ ∩Bn+1

2 (zx−rψ(x)Nψ(zx),rψ(x))

Φe(z)dz

≥ min
z∈H−

δ ∩Bn+1
2 (zx−rψ(x)Nψ(zx),rψ(x))

Φe(z) voln+1

(

H−
δ ∩Bn+1

2 (zx − rψ(x)Nψ(zx), rψ(x))
)

.

Now we observe that

min
z∈H−

δ ∩Bn+1
2 (zx−rψ(x)Nψ(zx),rψ(x))

Φe(z) ≥ e−(ψ(x)+2rψ(x))

and the proof then continues as in Lemma 3. This way, we arrive at

ψeδ(x)− ψ(x)

δ2/(n+2)
≤ 22

n+1
n+2

(

n+ 2

voln (Bn2 )

)
2

n+2 (1 + ‖∇ψ(x)‖2) 1
2

rψ(x)
n
n+2

e
2

n+2 (ψ(x)+2rψ(x))

= 2
3n+4
n+2 cn+1

(1 + ‖∇ψ(x)‖2) 1
2

rψ(x)
n
n+2

e
2

n+2 (ψ(x)+2rψ(x))

and thus

ψeδ(x)− ψ(x)

δ2/(n+2)
e−ψ(x) ≤ 2

3n+4
n+2 cn+1

(1 + ‖∇ψ(x)‖2) 1
2

rψ(x)
n
n+2

e
−1
n+2 (nψ(x)−4rψ(x)).

The term
f(x)−feδ (x)

δ2/(n+2) can be handled in the same way.

Let now x be such that |ψ(x)| > 1. Then we use ρψ(x) and get that

δ =

∫

H−
δ ∩epi(ψ)

Φe(z)dz ≥
∫

H−
δ ∩Bn+1

2 (zx−ρψ(x)Nψ(zx),ρψ(x))

Φe(z)dz

≥ min
z∈H−

δ ∩Bn+1
2 (zx−ρψ(x)Nψ(zx),ρψ(x))

Φe(z) voln+1

(

H−
δ ∩Bn+1

2 (zx − ρψ(x)Nψ(zx), ρψ(x))
)

and

min
z∈H−

δ ∩Bn+1
2 (zx−ρψ(x)Nψ(zx),ρψ(x))

Φe(z) ≥ e−(ψ(x)+2ρψ(x)).
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Again, the proof then continues as in Lemma 3 and we obtain

ψeδ(x)− ψ(x)

δ2/(n+2)
≤ 22

n+1
n+2

(

n+ 2

voln (Bn2 )

)
2

n+2 (1 + ‖∇ψ(x)‖2) 1
2

ρψ(x)
n
n+2

e
2

n+2 (ψ(x)+2ρψ(x))

= 2
3n+4
n+2 cn+1

(1 + ‖∇ψ(x)‖2) 1
2

ρψ(x)
n
n+2

e
2

n+2 (ψ(x)+2ρψ(x)). (40)

Again, the term
f(x)−feδ (x)

δ2/(n+2) can be dealt with in the same way. Thus,

ψeδ(x) − ψ(x)

δ2/(n+2)
e−ψ(x) ≤ 2

3n+4
n+2 cn+1

(1 + ‖∇ψ(x)‖2) 1
2

ρψ(x)
n
n+2

e
−1
n+2 (nψ(x)−4ρψ(x))

and similarly for
f(x)−feδ (x)

δ2/(n+2) .

We also need the following lemma which was proved in [18].

Lemma 5. Let ψ : Rn → R be a convex function such that e−ψ is integrable. Then we
have for all 0 ≤ α < 1,

∫

Rn

(1 + ‖∇ψ(x)‖2) 1
2

rψ(x)α
e−ψ(x) dx <∞. (41)

In particular, this holds for α = n
n+2 .

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

∫

Rn

(1 + ‖∇ψ(x)‖2) 1
2

rψ(x)α
e−βψ(x) dx <∞ (42)

for all 0 ≤ α < 1 and β > 0.

For the proof of Theorem 2 and Proposition 3, we need a refinement of the previous
lemma which we present next.

Lemma 6. Let ψ : Rn → R be a convex function such that e−ψ is integrable. Then we
have for all 0 ≤ α < 1,

∫

{x:|ψ(x)|>1}

(1 + ‖∇ψ(x)‖2) 1
2

ρψ(x)α
e

−1
n+2 (nψ(x)−4ρψ(x)) dx <∞

and
∫

{x:|ψ(x)|≤1}

(1 + ‖∇ψ(x)‖2) 1
2

rψ(x)α
e

−1
n+2 (nψ(x)−4rψ(x)) dx <∞.

In particular, this holds for α = n
n+2 .
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Proof. We start by writing

∫

{x:|ψ(x)|>1}

(1 + ‖∇ψ(x)‖2) 1
2

ρψ(x)α
e

−1
n+2 (nψ(x)−4ρψ(x)) dx

=

∫

{x:ψ>1 and 0<rψ≤ψ}

(1 + ‖∇ψ(x)‖2) 1
2

ρψ(x)α
e

−1
n+2 (nψ(x)−4ρψ(x)) dx

+

∫

{x:ψ>1 and 1<ψ<rψ}

(1 + ‖∇ψ(x)‖2) 1
2

ρψ(x)α
e

−1
n+2 (nψ(x)−4ρψ(x)) dx

+

∫

{x:ψ<−1 and 0<rψ≤−ψ}

(1 + ‖∇ψ(x)‖2) 1
2

ρψ(x)α
e

−1
n+2 (nψ(x)−4ρψ(x)) dx

+

∫

{x:ψ<−1 and 1<−ψ<rψ}

(1 + ‖∇ψ(x)‖2) 1
2

ρψ(x)α
e

−1
n+2 (nψ(x)−4ρψ(x)) dx.

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

∫

{x:|ψ(x)|>1}

(1 + ‖∇ψ(x)‖2) 1
2

ρψ(x)α
e

−1
n+2 (nψ(x)−4ρψ(x)) dx

≤
∫

{x:ψ>1 and 0<rψ≤ψ}

(1 + ‖∇ψ(x)‖2) 1
2

rψ(x)α
e−

n−4
n+2ψ(x) dx

+

∫

{x:ψ>1 and 1<ψ<rψ}

(1 + ‖∇ψ(x)‖2) 1
2

ψ(x)α
e−

n−4
n+2ψ(x) dx

+

∫

{x:ψ<−1 and 0<rψ≤−ψ}

(1 + ‖∇ψ(x)‖2) 1
2

rψ(x)α
e−

n+4
n+2ψ(x) dx

+

∫

{x:ψ<−1 and 1<−ψ<rψ}

(1 + ‖∇ψ(x)‖2) 1
2

(−ψ(x))α e−
n+4
n+2ψ(x) dx

≤
∫

Rn

(1 + ‖∇ψ(x)‖2) 1
2

rψ(x)α
e−

n−4
n+2ψ(x) dx+

∫

Rn

(1 + ‖∇ψ(x)‖2) 1
2

rψ(x)α
e−

n+4
n+2ψ(x) dx

+

∫

Rn

(1 + ‖∇ψ(x)‖2) 1
2 e−

n−4
n+2ψ(x) dx +

∫

Rn

(1 + ‖∇ψ(x)‖2) 1
2 e−

n+4
n+2ψ(x) dx.

The first two integrals in the last inequality are finite by Lemma 5 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

∫

{x:|ψ(x)|≤1}

(1 + ‖∇ψ(x)‖2) 1
2

rψ(x)α
e

−1
n+2 (nψ(x)−4rψ(x)) dx.

The set {x : |ψ(x)| ≤ 1} is compact. Indeed, since ψ is continuous it is closed and since
∫

Rn
e−ψ(x)dx <∞, the set is also bounded. It is shown in [29] that the rolling function rψ

is upper semicontinuous. Therefore the upper semicontinuous function e
4

n+2 rψ(x) attains
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its maximum on {x : |ψ(x)| ≤ 1}. Thus,
∫

{x:|ψ(x)|≤1}

(1 + ‖∇ψ(x)‖2) 1
2

rψ(x)α
e

−1
n+2 (nψ(x)−4rψ(x)) dx

≤ max
{x:|ψ(x)|≤1}

e
4

n+2 rψ(x)

∫

{x:|ψ(x)|≤1}

(1 + ‖∇ψ(x)‖2) 1
2

rψ(x)α
e

−n
n+2ψ(x) dx

≤ max
{x:|ψ(x)|≤1}

e
4

n+2 rψ(x)

∫

Rn

(1 + ‖∇ψ(x)‖2) 1
2

rψ(x)α
e

−n
n+2ψ(x) dx,

and the latter integral is finite by Lemma 5 and again the remark made thereafter.

Theorem 1 and Theorem 2 as well as Proposition 2 and Proposition 3 follow immediately
from the lemmas just presented.

Proof of Theorem 1 and Theorem 2. By the assumptions of the theorems, Lemmas 3
respectively 4, Lemmas 5 respectively 6, and the dominated convergence theorem we get

lim
δ→0

∫

Rn
(f(x) − fΦ

δ (x))dx

δ2/(n+2)
=

∫

Rn

lim
δ→0

(f(x)− fΦ
δ (x)) dx

δ2/(n+2)
.

and

lim
δ→0

∫

Rn
(f(x)− feδ (x)) dx

δ2/(n+2)
=

∫

Rn

lim
δ→0

(f(x)− feδ (x)) dx

δ2/(n+2)
.

Finally, Lemma 2 finishes the proof.

Proof of Proposition 2 and Proposition 3. The proofs are done in the same way as for
the theorems.

5.2 Proof of Theorem 3

Recall the definition of the convex body Ks
f and the fact that

voln+s(K
s
f ) =

∫

Rn

vols(B
s
2)
(

f1/s(x)
)s
dx = vols(B

s
2)

∫

Rn

f(x) dx.

Then we can write

∫

Rn

f(x)− fΦ
δ (x) dx =

voln+s(K
s
f )− voln+s(K

s
f (Φ, δ))

vols(Bs2)
.

Now we apply Theorem 5 of [31] for the volume difference involving the weighted floating
body. It follows that

lim
δ→0

vol(Ks
f )− vol(Ks

f(Φ, δ))

δ2/(n+s+1)

=
1

2

( n+ s+ 1

(n+ s)voln+s(B
n+s
2 )

)
2

n+s+1

∫

∂Ks
f

κ(z)
1

n+s+1Φ(z)−
2

n+s+1 µKs
f
(dz).
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For the next lemma recall the definition of assΦ(f) from (22).

Lemma 7. One has that
∫

∂Ks
f

κ(z)
1

n+s+1Φ(z)−
2

n+s+1 µKs
f
(dz) = s vols(B

s
2) as

s
Φ(f)

Proof. We have

∫

∂Ks
f

κ(z)
1

n+s+1Φ(z)−
2

n+s+1 µKs
f
(dz) =

∫

∂̃Ks
f

κ(z)
1

n+s+1Φ(z)−
2

n+s+1 µKs
f
(dz),

where ∂̃Ks
f = {(x, y) ∈ ∂Ks

f : x ∈ int(supp(f))} is the set of points on the boundary
whose projection onto the Rn-coordinate belongs to the interior of the support of f . Now,
applying [3, Lemma 8] and writing z = (z1, . . . , zn, zn+1, . . . , zn+s) ∈ Rn+s, we arrive at

∫

∂̃Ks
f

κ(z)
1

n+s+1Φ(z)−
2

n+s+1 µKs
f
(dz)

=

∫

∂̃Ks
f

| det∇2f(z1, . . . , zn)
1/s| 1

n+s+1

√

1 + ‖∇f(z1, . . . , zn)1/s‖2
f(z1, . . . , zn)

− s−1
s(n+s+1)Φ(z)−

2
n+s+1 µKs

f
(dz)

= 2

∫

Rn

∫

Rs−1

f(x)
1
s

( | det∇2f(x)1/s|
f(x)

s−1
s

)
1

n+s+1

φ(x, f(x)1/s)−
2

n+s+1
dy

|ys|
dx,

where y = (y1, . . . , ys−1) and ys :=
√

f(x)2/s −∑s−1
i=1 y

2
i . The integral with respect to y

is the same as in [3] and equals

∫

Rs−1

dy

|ys|
=

1

2

f(x)
s−1
s

f(x)
1
s

(s− 1)vols−1(B
s−1
2 )B

(s− 1

2
,
1

2

)

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

∫

∂Ks
f

κ(z)
1

n+s+1Φ(z)−
2

n+s+1 µKs
f
(dz)

= (s− 1)vols−1(B
s−1
2 )B

(s− 1

2
,
1

2

)

×
∫

Rn

| det∇2f(x)1/s| 1
n+s+1 f(x)

(s−1)(n+s)
s(n+s+1) ψ(x, f1/s(x))−

2
n+s+1 dx.

The result now follows from the fact that

(s− 1)vols−1(B
s−1
2 )B

(s− 1

2
,
1

2

)

= (s− 1)
π
s−1
2

Γ( s−1
2 + 1)

Γ( s−1
2 )Γ(12 )

Γ( s2 )

= (s− 1)
π
s−1
2

s−1
2 Γ( s−1

2 )

Γ( s−1
2 )

√
π

Γ( s2 )
=

2πs/2

Γ( s2 )

= s vols(B
s
2).

The proof is thus complete.
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We are now prepared for the proof of Theorem 3.

Proof. We have

lim
δ→0

∫

Rn
f(x)− fΦ

δ (x) dx

δ2/(n+s+1)

=
1

2vols(Bs2)

( n+ s+ 1

(n+ s)vols(B
n+s
2 )

)
2

n+s+1

s vols(B
s
2) as

s
Φ(f)

=
s vols(B

s
2)

2vols(Bs2)

( n+ s+ 1

(n+ s)voln+s(B
n+s
2 )

)
2

n+s+1

×
∫

Rn

| det∇2f(x)1/s| 1
n+s+1 f(x)

(s−1)(n+s)
s(n+s+1) φ(x, f1/s(x))−

2
n+s+1 dx

=
s

2

( n+ s+ 1

(n+ s)voln+s(B
n+s
2 )

)
2

n+s+1

×
∫

Rn

| det∇2f(x)1/s| 1
n+s+1 f(x)

(s−1)(n+s)
s(n+s+1) φ(x, f1/s(x))−

2
n+s+1 dx

= cn,s

∫

Rn

| det∇2f(x)1/s| 1
n+s+1 f(x)

(s−1)(n+s)
s(n+s+1) φ(x, f1/s(x))−

2
n+s+1 dx.

This completes the proof of Theorem 3.
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