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HIGHER-ORDER REVERSE ISOPERIMETRIC

INEQUALITIES FOR LOG-CONCAVE FUNCTIONS

DYLAN LANGHARST, FRANCISCO MARÍN SOLA, AND JACOPO ULIVELLI

Abstract. The Rogers-Shephard and Zhang’s projection inequalities
are two reverse, affine isoperimetric inequalities relating the volumes of
a convex body and its difference body and polar projection body, respec-
tively. Following a classical work by Schneider, both inequalities have
been extended to the so-called higher-order setting. In this work, we
establish the higher-order analogues for these inequalities in the setting
of log-concave functions.

1. Introduction

In the Brunn-Minkowski theory of convex bodies (i.e., convex, compact
subsets of Rn with non-empty interior, for n ∈ N fixed), two main affinely
invariant inequalities concern the difference body and the polar projection
body of a convex body K in R

n. The starting points of this work are the
two corresponding reverse isoperimetric inequalities. Namely, the Rogers-
Shephard and Zhang’s projection inequalities, which we will briefly intro-
duce now; see Yang’s survey [63] for an introduction to the theory of affine
structures in convex geometry.

The Minkowski sum of two sets A,B ⊆ R
n is the set A + B = {a + b :

a ∈ A, b ∈ B}. Then, for a convex body K, its difference body is defined as
DK := K + (−K). One has that

(1.1) 2n ≤
voln(DK)

voln(K)
≤

(

2n

n

)

,

where voln is the Lebesgue measure on R
n. The left-hand side of (1.1),

which follows from the Brunn-Minkowski inequality (see (2.3) later), has
equality if and only if K is symmetric (we say K is symmetric about the
origin if K = −K and K is symmetric if a translate of K is symmetric about
the origin). The right-hand side of (1.1) is known as the Rogers-Shephard
inequality. Here equality holds if and only if K is an n-dimensional simplex
[54]. We recall the convex hull of a set A ⊂ R

n, denoted convA, is the
smallest convex set containing A; an n-dimensional simplex is the convex
hull of (n + 1) affinely independent points.
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Denoting voln−1(Px⊥K) as the volume of the orthogonal projection of
K onto the linear subspace orthogonal to x ∈ R

n \ {o}, the polar projec-
tion body Π◦K of a convex body K is the origin symmetric convex body
corresponding to the norm

(1.2) ‖x‖Π◦K =
1

2

∫

Sn−1

|〈x, u〉|dSK(u) = |x|voln−1(Px⊥K),

where SK is the surface area measure of a convex body K (see Section 2.2).
The following inequalities then hold, denoting the unit Euclidean ball in R

n

as Bn
2 :

(1.3)
1

nn

(

2n

n

)

≤ voln(K)n−1voln(Π
◦K) ≤

(

voln(B
n
2 )

voln−1(B
n−1
2 )

)n

.

The left-hand side is Zhang’s projection inequality, where equality holds if
and only if K is a n-dimensional simplex [64]. The right-hand side is Petty’s
projection inequality, with equality if and only if K is an ellipsoid [51].

We now introduce the first framework for the extensions we consider. We
write x̄ = (x1, . . . , xm), xi ∈ R

n, for vectors in (Rn)m ≃ R
nm. For a convex

body in R
n, Schneider [58] introduced the difference body of order m ∈ N,

(1.4) Dm(K) :=

{

x = (x1, . . . , xm) ∈ R
nm : K

m
⋂

i=1

(xi +K) 6= ∅

}

⊂ R
nm,

and then established the following Rogers-Shephard inequality of order m

(1.5)
volnm (Dm(K))

voln(K)m
≤

(

n(m+ 1)

n

)

.

Equality in (1.5) holds if and only if K is a n-dimensional simplex. Concern-
ing a lower bound, Schneider showed for n = 2 and for arbitrary m ∈ N that
the minimum is obtained for every symmetric convex body but, for n ≥ 3
and m ≥ 2, this is false. In the same work, Schneider conjectured that (1.5)
is minimized for ellipsoids for such n and m.

The interest towards the construction (1.4) has been recently reignited by
the work of Roysdon [57], where (1.5) was generalized to product measures
with suitable concavity properties. This setting was further investigated
by the first author and collaborators in [31], contextualizing (1.4) in the so-
called higher-order setting. In [31], the following notion was introduced. For
a convex bodyK in R

n we denote by Π◦,mK its higher-order polar projection
body, which is characterized by the non-symmetric norm, or gauge

(1.6) ‖θ̄‖Π◦,mK =

∫

Sn−1

max
1≤i≤m

〈u, θi〉−dSK(u), θ̄ = (θ1, . . . , θm) ∈ S
nm−1.

Notice that Π◦,mK is a subset of R
nm. Then, the higher-order Zhang’s

projection inequality is given by

(1.7)
1

nnm

(

n(m+ 1)

n

)

≤ voln(K)m(n−1)volnm(Π
◦,mK),
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with equality if and only if K is a n-dimensional simplex. Similarly, the
higher-order Petty’s projection inequality is given by

voln(K)m(n−1)volnm(Π
◦,mK) ≤ voln(B

n
2 )
m(n−1)volnm(Π

◦,mBn
2 ),

with equality if and only if K is an ellipsoid. See Section 2 for the motivation
of the definition of Π◦,mK.

Our next framework is the setting of log-concave functions (see (2.1)
below). The works of Ball [11], Artstein-Avidan, Klartag, and Milman
[10], and Klartag and Milman [35] instigated the geometrification of log-
concave functions, where results and behaviours similar to those of con-
vex bodies are shown to hold for log-concave functions. Several funda-
mental inequalities from convex geometry have received extensions to log-
concave functions, such as the Santaló inequality (and its reverse inequality)
[10, 26, 28, 27, 40, 39, 23, 12, 24], Grünbaum’s inequality [46, 48, 50], Petty’s
projection inequality [65, 61, 42, 6, 31, 32], Zhang’s projection inequality
[2, 4, 38] and the Rogers-Shephard inequality [16, 3, 5, 9, 1].

In particular, Zhang’s projection inequality (1.3) was generalized to inte-
grable log-concave functions by Alonso-Gutiérrez, Bernués, and Gonazález
Merino [2]. In this paper, we prove a higher-order generalization of Zhang’s
projection inequality (1.7) for integrable log-concave function; we save for
Section 2.3 needed definitions concerning the setting of functions of bounded
variation BV (Rn) and an overview of the rich theory developed for the es-
tablished functional Zhang’s projection inequality in [4, 2], which served as
a guide for our work.

Given a non-identically zero function f ∈ BV (Rn) there exists a vector
map σf : Rn → R

n and a non-negative Radon measure |Df |, known as the
variation measure of f . Furthermore, there exists a unique convex body
with center of mass at the origin 〈f〉, called the LYZ body of f , with the
following property: for every 1-homogeneous function g on R

n \ {o}

(1.8)

∫

Sn−1

g(u)dS〈f〉(u) =

∫

Rn

g(σf (x))d|Df |(x).

In previous applications (compare [44, 61, 43, 18]) the LYZ Body of f de-
noted the origin symmetric convex body whose surface area measure is the
even part of S〈f〉. In this case (1.8) holds only if g is even and 1-homogeneous.
It is possible to construct 〈f〉 to be not necessarily origin symmetric (see
Section 2.3 for further details), which is better suited for our aims. Indeed,
for f ∈ BV (Rn), its polar projection LYZ body of order m is defined as the
convex body containing the origin Π◦,m〈f〉 ⊂ R

nm satisfying

‖θ̄‖Π◦,m〈f〉 =

∫

Rn

max
1≤i≤m

〈σf (x), θi〉−d|Df |(x).

For a measurable function f : R
n −→ R+, where R+ = [0,+∞), we

denote the standard Lp norm of f as ‖f‖Lp(Rn) =
(∫

Rn f
pdx
)

1
p . Our first

result is the following functional, higher-order Zhang’s projection inequality.
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Theorem 1.1. Fix n,m ∈ N. Let f : Rn −→ R+ be an integrable, log-

concave function. Then,

1

(nm)!

∫

Rnm

∫

Rn

min
0≤i≤m

{f(y − xi)}dydx̄ ≤ ‖f‖nm+1
L1(Rn)

volnm(Π
◦,m〈f〉),

where equality holds if and only if f(x) = ‖f‖L∞(Rn)e
−‖x−x′‖∆n for an n-

dimensional simplex ∆n containing the origin and some x′ ∈ R
n.

Using (2.4) below and the fact that the maximum of gauges corresponds to
the gauge of the Cartesian product, Theorem 1.1 indeed becomes the left-
hand side of (1.3) when f = e−‖·‖K . In Section 3.2, we introduce the higher-
order radial mean bodies, and in Theorem 3.2, we establish the associated
sharp set-inclusions. This provides an alternative proof of Theorem 1.1 and
generalizes on the established radial mean bodies (see Section 2.2).

Our second result is the following higher-order version of the Rogers-
Shephard inequality (1.5), which extends the m = 1 case established by
Alonso-Gutiérrez, González Merino, Jiménez, and Villa [3]. Given m + 1
functions g0,. . ., gm on R

n, define ḡ((x0, x̄)) ∈ R
m+1 as

ḡ((x0, x̄))=(g0(x0), g1(x1),. . ., gm(xm)).

We next consider the two following types of convolutions:

(ḡ)⊕m(x̄) :=

∫

Rn

g0(z)g1(z − x1) · · · gm(z − xm)dz

and

(ḡ)⋆m(x̄) := sup
z∈Rn

g0(z)g1(z − x1) · · · gm(z − xm).

With these definitions in hand, we follow the ideas from [3] and prove the
following Rogers-Shephard-type theorems. The first is for m + 1 different
log-concave functions.

Theorem 1.2. Fix n,m ∈ N. Let g0, g1, ..., gm : Rn −→ R+ be integrable,

log-concave functions. Then, setting ḡ = (g0, g1, . . . , gm) :

‖(ḡ)⊕m‖L∞(Rnm)‖(ḡ)⋆m‖L1(Rnm) ≤

(

n(m+ 1)

n

)

(

m
∏

i=0

‖gi‖L∞(Rn)‖gi‖L1(Rn)

)

.

When setting g0 = f and replacing, for i = 1, . . . ,m, each gi with f(−·)
in Theorem 1.2, we can obtain a sharper Rogers-Shephard-type inequality
using a slightly different approach.

Theorem 1.3. Fix n,m ∈ N. Let f : Rn −→ R+ be an integrable, log-

concave function and set f̄ := (f(·), f(−·), · · · , f(−·)). Then:

(1.9) ‖(f̄)⋆m‖L1(Rnm) ≤

(

n(m+ 1)

n

)

‖f‖mL∞(Rn)‖f‖L
1
m (Rn)

,

where equality holds if and only if f/‖f‖L∞(Rn) is the characteristic function

of an n-dimensional simplex.
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In this work, Section 3 is dedicated to proving Theorem 1.1, while Sec-
tion 4 is devoted to the proofs of Theorem 1.2 and Theorem 1.3. In Sec-
tion 2, we recall some basic facts from convex geometry and the theory of
log-concave functions.

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Facts from Convex Geometry and log-concave functions. A
function f : Rn −→ R+ is log-concave if for every λ ∈ [0, 1] and x, y ∈ R

n,
one has

(2.1) f((1− λ)x+ λy) ≥ f(x)1−λf(y)λ.

In this work, we will always assume that log-concave functions have full-
dimensional support. A fundamental inequality for this class of functions is
the Prékopa-Leindler inequality ([52, 53], see also [41, 14]). In its general
statement, it reads as follows: If λ ∈ (0, 1) and h, f, g : Rn −→ R+ are
non-negative measurable functions such that, for any x, y ∈ R

n,

h((1− λ)x+ λy) ≥ f(x)1−λg(y)λ,

then

(2.2)

∫

Rn

h(z)dz ≥

(
∫

Rn

f(x)dx

)1−λ(∫

Rn

g(y)dy

)λ

.

See Dubuc [21] for the equality cases.
We now turn to the geometric aspects. One cornerstone of the theory of

convex bodies is the Brunn-Minkowski inequality. This result, which follows
from, and which may be seen as the geometrical counterpart of, the Prékopa-
Leindler inequality states that if K and L be convex bodies and λ ∈ [0, 1],
then

(2.3) voln((1− λ)K + λL) ≥ voln(K)1−λvoln(L)
λ.

Using the homogeneity of the volume, one may easily check that this is
equivalent to

voln((1 − λ)K + λL)
1
n ≥ (1− λ)voln(K)

1
n + λvoln(L)

1
n ,

where equality holds for some λ ∈ (0, 1) if and only if K and L are homo-
thetic (i.e., K = tL+ x, t ∈ R+, x ∈ R

n). We refer to Gardner’s survey [29]
for more details on the Brunn-Minkowski inequality and its connections to
the Prékopa-Leindler inequality.

Every convex body K is the unit ball of its Minkowski functional, or
gauge: ‖x‖K = sup{t > 0 : x ∈ tK}. Alternatively, K is characterized by
its support function hK(u) = maxy∈K〈y, u〉. Notice that if K contains the
origin, its gauge and support function satisfy the relation ‖x‖K = hK◦(x),
where K◦ = {x ∈ R

n : hK(x) ≤ 1} is the polar body of K. This leads to
the classical formula

(2.4) voln(K) =
1

n!

∫

Rn

e−‖x‖Kdx.
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LetHn−1 be the (n−1)-dimensional Hausdorff measure, let ∂K denote the
boundary of K, and nK : ∂K −→ S

n−1 the (generalized) Gauss map. The
latter associates a point on ∂K with the corresponding outer-unit normal
vectors. Then, for a Borel set E ⊆ S

n−1 and a convex body K in R
n, the

surface area measure of K is defined as

SK(E) =

∫

n−1
K (E)

dHn−1(y).

Using support functions, (1.2) can be written, for θ ∈ S
n−1, as

‖θ‖Π◦K =
1

2

∫

Sn−1

h[−θ,θ](u)dSK(u),

where for x, y ∈ R
n we write [x, y] = {tx+(1− t)y : t ∈ [0, 1]}. Analogously,

(1.6) can be written for θ̄ ∈ S
nm−1 as

‖θ̄‖Π◦,mK =

∫

Sn−1

hC−θ̄
(u)dSK(u).

Here, Cx̄ = conv{o, x1, . . . , xm} for (x1, . . . , xm) = x̄ ∈ R
nm. Using the fact

that, for a convex body K,

∫

Sn−1

〈θ, u〉−dSK(u) = voln−1(Pθ⊥K) =
1

2

∫

Sn−1

|〈θ, u〉|dSK(u),

we indeed have that Π◦,1K = Π◦K. The covariogram of a convex body K is
given by gK(x) = voln(K ∩ (K + x)); see the recent survey by Bianchi [13]
for a rich overview of this function. It is relevant here that the support of
gK is DK, and it was shown by Matheron [47] that, for θ ∈ S

n−1,

d

dr
gK(rθ)

∣

∣

r=0+
= −‖θ‖Π◦K .

Fixing m ∈ N, Schneider [58] introduced an extension of the covariogram
function of a convex body K, namely

gK,m(x̄) = vol

(

K
m
⋂

i=1

(xi +K)

)

,

which is supported on Dm(K). It follows from the Brunn-Minkowski in-

equality that gK,m(x̄)
1
n is concave for all m ∈ N (see e.g. [58, Lemma 5.1]

for a proof). Moreover, it was established in [31] that

d

dr
gK,m(rθ̄)

∣

∣

∣

r=0+
= −‖θ̄‖Π◦,mK ,

which motivated the definition of Π◦,mK.
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2.2. Radial Mean Bodies and the Mellin transform. The constant
(

2n
n

)

appearing in both the Rogers-Shephard and Zhang’s projection in-
equality is not a coincidence. Gardner and Zhang showed that DK ⊆
nvoln(K)Π◦K (with equality only for n-dimensional simplices). In fact,
they showed more. To elaborate on this, we first recall that a set L ⊂ R

n

is a star body if [0, x] ⊂ L for all x ∈ L, if it is compact with non-empty
interior, and if the function on S

n−1 given by θ 7→ ρL(θ) := ‖θ‖−1
L is contin-

uous when (−1)-homogeneously extended to R
n \{o}; ρL is called the radial

function of L.
Given a non-negative function g on R

n with finite pth moment, p > 0, its
Ball body is the star body Kp(g) given by the radial function

ρpKp(g)
(θ) =

p

‖g‖L∞(Rn)

∫ ∞

0
g(rθ)rp−1dr.

If g is a function such that gs is concave on its support for some s > 0, g
is said to be s-concave; s = 0 corresponds to log-concavity. If s > 0, then
every such s-concave function is also log-concave. It was shown that if g is
log-concave, then Kp(g) is a convex body (see [11] and [30] for a proof); if
g is additionally even, then Kp(g) is origin symmetric.

The Mellin transform of an integrable function ψ : R+ −→ R+ is the
analytic function

Mψ(p) =

{

∫∞
0 tp−1(ψ(t)− ψ(0))dt for p ∈ (−1, 0),
∫∞
0 tp−1ψ(t)dt for p > 0 such that tp−1ψ(t) ∈ L1(R).

In [65], Gardner and Zhang introduced the radial mean bodies RpK of a
convex body K. They can be defined, for p > −1, p 6= 0, as the star bodies
with radial function

ρpRpK
(θ) =

p

voln(K)
MgK(rθ)(p)

(see [37] for p ∈ (−1, 0)). Moreover, since gK is log-concave and even, the
bodies RpK are origin symmetric and convex for every p ≥ 0 since they are
Ball bodies of the covariogram. For p ∈ (−1, 0), the convexity of RpK is an
open problem. The main result by Gardner and Zhang is the following [30]:
for −1 < p ≤ q <∞,

(2.5) R∞K = DK ⊆

(

n+ q

q

)
1
q

RqK ⊆

(

n+ p

p

)
1
p

RpK ⊆ nvoln(K)Π◦K,

where equality holds in each inclusion if and only if K is a n-dimensional
simplex. The fact that voln(RnK) = voln(K) shows that the chain of in-
clusions (2.5) interpolates between (1.1) and (1.3). Higher-order extensions
Rmp K were shown in [31], and we will generalize them for an alternative
proof of Theorem 1.1.
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One way to prove (2.5) and the higher-order analogue is the Mellin-
Berwald inequality for s-concave measures by Fradelizi, Jiange, and Madi-
man [25]. We will need the s = 0 case for log-concave functions, established
prior by Koldobsky, Pajor, and Yaskin [36]. Define the function

ψlog(t) = e−tχ(0,∞)(t).

Then, for all p > −1, one has Mψlog
(p) = Γ(p).

Proposition 2.1 (Mellin-Berwald inequality for log-concave functions). Let
ψ : R+ −→ R+ be an integrable and log-concave function such that ψ(0) > 0.
Then, for p ∈ (p0, 0) ∪ (0, p1), set

Ωψ(p) =
Mψ(p)

Mψlog
(p)

= Γ(p)−1Mψ(p),

where Ωψ(0) = ψ(0), p0 and p1 are defined implicitly by p0 = inf{p > −1 :
Ωf,ψ(p) > 0}, and p1 = sup{p < ∞ : Ωf,ψ(p) < ∞}. Moreover, set for

p ∈ (p0, 0) ∪ (0, p1)

Gψ(p) = (Ωψ(p))
1/p =

(

Γ(p)−1Mψ(p)
)1/p

and Gψ(0) = exp(log(Ωψ)
′(0)). Then, Gψ(p) is non-increasing in p. It is a

constant, say Gψ(p) ≡ α > 0, if and only if logψ(t) = logψ(0)+logψlog(
t
α),

i.e. ψ is log-affine. Furthermore, if ψ is non-increasing, then p0 = −1 and

p1 = ∞.

Notice that some of the conclusions of Proposition 2.1 are hidden in the
proof and not stated explicitly; see [37] for more details.

Next, we will need the following lemma to analyze the behaviour of the
radial mean bodies as p→ −1; see e.g. [33, Lemma 4] for a proof.

Lemma 2.1. If ϕ : R+ −→ R+ is a measurable function with limt→0+ ϕ(t) =
ϕ(0) and such that

∫∞
0 t−s0ϕ(t)dt <∞ for some s0 ∈ (0, 1), then

lim
s→1−

(1− s)

∫ ∞

0
t−sϕ(t)dt = ϕ(0).

2.3. Functional Setting. Recall the classical definition (see, e.g. [22]): a
function f is said to be of bounded variation if there exists a vector valued
measure Df such that, if σf : Rn → R

n is the Radon-Nykodim derivative of
Df with respect to |Df | (the variation measure of f) on R

n, one has
∫

Rn

f(x) div(ψ(x))dx = −

∫

Rn

〈σf (x), ψ(x)〉d|Df |(x)

for every compactly supported smooth vector field ψ : R
n → R

n. The
variation measure for a log-concave function has been studied in a series of
works by Colesanti and Fragalà [17], Cordero-Erausquin and Klartag [19],
and Rotem [55, 56]. In particular, in [56] Rotem observed that, if f is
log-concave,

(2.6) d(Df) = −∇f dx+ f nsupp(f) dH
n−1|∂supp(f),
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where supp(f) denotes the support of f . We will not use this representation
of Df explicitly, but this formula can, at any time, be inserted into the
appropriate equations below. We remark that expressions in the form of the
right-hand side of (2.6) appear naturally as first variations of the integral of
suitable perturbations of log-concave functions (i.e., a functional concept of
surface area), as investigated in [17, 19, 55, 56, 34, 60].

It was shown by Wang [61], extending the treatment on W 1,1(Rn) by
Lutwak, Yang, and Zhang [45] that, given a non-identically zero function f ∈
BV (Rn), there exists a unique Borel measure µf on S

n−1, not concentrated
on any great hemisphere, such that

∫

Sn−1

g(u)dµf (u) =

∫

Rn

g(−σf (x))d|Df |(x)

for every 1-homogeneous function g on R
n \{o}. As noticed, for example, in

[31], the measure µf is centred. One can then apply Minkowski’s existence
theorem [59, Section 8.2] to show that there exists a unique convex body
(the so-called LYZ body), denoted by 〈f〉, with the center of mass at the
origin such that µf = σ−〈f〉. This yields that, indeed, 〈f〉 satisfies (1.8).

The LYZ body appears naturally, for example, in the anisotropic Sobolev
inequality (see [49, Appendix, Section 2.1] and [7, 20, 31] for further devel-
opments) in the form

‖f‖
L

n
n−1 (Rn)

≤ voln(〈f〉)
n−1
n .

Using this inequality together with the right-hand side of (1.3) yields the
affine Sobolev inequality for f ∈ BV (Rn) established by Wang [61], elabo-
rating on the case for smooth functions by Zhang [65]. This procedure works
in the higher-order setting as well [31].

We now present some facts in the absolutely continuous case for the
reader’s convenience. Everything holds in wider generality for functions
of bounded variation, as elaborated on below. If f ∈ W 1,1(Rn), then, for
almost every x ∈ R

n, d|Df |(x) = |∇f(x)|dx and σf = ∇f/|∇f | when
∇f 6= o, and o otherwise. Therefore, the change of variables formula for the
LYZ body (1.8) becomes for such f

(2.7)

∫

Sn−1

g(u)dS〈f〉(u) =

∫

Rn

g(∇f(x))dx.

When using the change of variables formula (2.7) for Π◦〈f〉 it is standard
to set g = h[−θ,θ], but we instead set g = 1

2h[−θ,θ]. Therefore, the polar

projection LYZ body of a log-concave function f ∈W 1,1(Rn) (also denoted
as Π∗f , for example in [2, 3, 6, 4]) is given by

‖x‖Π◦〈f〉 =
1

2

∫

Rn

|〈∇f(y), x〉|dy.

With this normalization, Π◦,1〈f〉 = Π◦〈f〉 and Π◦〈e−‖x‖K 〉 = 1
(n−1)!Π

◦K.
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Recall that Klartag and Milman [35] defined the shadow of a log-concave

function f as Px⊥f(y) = maxs∈R f
(

y + s x|x|

)

. One then has for an abso-

lutely continuous, log-concave f : Rn −→ R+ :

‖x‖Π◦〈f〉 =
1

2

∫

Rn

|〈∇f(y), x〉|dy = |x|

∫

x⊥
Px⊥f(y)dy

by the co-area formula. To generalize this procedure, we will use the follow-
ing version of the co-area formula for functions of bounded variation. It is
implied by Proposition 3.15 and Theorem 3.40 in [8].

Lemma 2.2. Let f ∈ BV (Rn) and h a real-valued, 1-homogeneous function

on R
n \ {0}. Then,

(2.8)

∫

Rn

h(σf (y))d|Df |(y) =

∫ ‖f‖L∞(Rn)

0

∫

{f=t}
h(σf (y))dH

n−1(y)dt.

We now recall the functional Zhang’s projection inequality from [2]. First,
we rewrite the inequality for convex bodies (the right-hand side of (1.3)) in
a suitable form. Notice that

voln(K)2 =

∫

Rn

gK(x)dx.

Then, rearranging (1.3) we obtain

1

nn

(

2n

n

)
∫

Rn

gK(x)dx ≤ voln(K)n+1voln(Π
◦K).

To suit this formulation, the following functional covariogram was intro-
duced in [2]:

gf (x) =

∫

Rn

min {f(y), f(y − x)} dy.

This led, in the same work, to the functional form of Zhang’s projection
inequality. More precisely, they proved that if f : Rn −→ R+ is an integrable
log-concave function, then

1

n!

∫

Rn

gf (x)dx ≤ ‖f‖n+1
L1(Rn)

voln(Π
◦〈f〉).

Among the functions with ‖f‖L∞(Rn) = f(o), there is equality if and only if

f(x) = ‖f‖L∞(Rn)e
−‖x‖∆n for any n-dimensional simplex ∆n containing the

origin.
As for the functional Rogers-Shephard inequality, one must first introduce

an appropriate generalization of Minkowski addition. For two log-concave
functions f, g : Rn → R+, their sup-convolution is

f ⋆ g(z) = sup
x+y=z

f(x)g(y).
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Setting f(x) = f(−x), Alonso-Gutiérrez, González Merino, Jiménez, and
Villa [3, Theorem 2.2] showed, elaborating on a previous inequality by Cole-
santi [16], that

∫

Rn

f ⋆ f̄(z)dz ≤

(

2n

n

)

‖f‖L∞(Rn)‖f‖L1(Rn),

with equality if and only if f/‖f‖L∞(Rn) is the characteristic function of an
n-dimensional simplex. In fact, they also established (see [3, Theorem 2.1])
a generalization when f is replaced by any log-concave function g.

3. The Higher-Order, Functional Setting:

Zhang’s Projection inequality

We now establish the functional, higher-order Zhang’s projection inequal-
ity. We henceforth set x0 = o. Then, for x̄ = (x1, . . . , xm) ∈ R

nm, we set
the higher-order covariogram of a function to be

gf,m(x̄) =

∫

Rn

min
0≤i≤m

{f(y − xi)}dy.

Observe that gf,m(ō) = ‖f‖L1(Rn). We will prove the following theorem.

Theorem 1.1. Fix n,m ∈ N. Let f : Rn −→ R+ be an integrable, log-

concave function. Then,

1

(nm)!

∫

Rnm

gf,m(x̄)dx̄ ≤ ‖f‖nm+1
L1(Rn)

volnm(Π
◦,m〈f〉).

There is equality if and only if f(x) = ‖f‖L∞(Rn)e
−‖x−x′‖∆n for an n-

dimensional simplex ∆n containing the origin and some x′ ∈ R
n.

3.1. The Polar Projection LYZ Body. It will be convenient to represent
Π◦,m〈f〉 in terms of Π◦,m{f ≥ t}. Observe that, by definition,

(3.1) ‖x̄‖Π◦,m〈f〉 =

∫

Sn−1

hC−x̄(u)dσ〈f〉(u),

where we recall that Cx̄ = conv{o, x1, . . . , xm}. In fact, using (3.1), one
obtains ‖x̄‖Π◦,m〈e−‖x‖K 〉 = (n− 1)!‖x‖Π◦,mK , and so

Π◦,m〈e−‖x‖K 〉 =
1

(n− 1)!
Π◦,mK.

Next, we use (3.1), the change of variables formula for the LYZ body of a
log-concave function f , the co-area formula (2.8), and the fact that {f = t}
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is merely the boundary of {f ≥ t} with outer-unit normal (defined for Hn−1-
almost every y and up to a choice of sign) n{f≥t}(y) = σf (y) to obtain

‖x̄‖Π◦,m〈f〉 =

∫

Rn

hC−x̄(σf (y))d|Df |(y)

=

∫ ‖f‖L∞(Rn)

0

∫

{f=t}
hC−x̄ (σf (y)) dH

n−1(y)dt

=

∫ ‖f‖L∞(Rn)

0

∫

∂{f≥t}
hC−x̄

(

n{f≥t}(y)
)

dHn−1(y)dt

=

∫ ‖f‖L∞(Rn)

0
‖x̄‖Π◦,m{f≥t}dt.

(3.2)

Remark 3.1. Notice that a Zhang’s-projection-type inequality for integrals

of volnm(Π
◦,m{f ≥ t}) is weaker than an inequality involving the LYZ body.

Indeed, by Jensen’s inequality and (3.2)

‖f‖nmL∞(Rn)‖x̄‖
−nm
Π◦,m〈f〉 =

(

∫ ‖f‖L∞(Rn)

0
‖x̄‖Π◦,m{f≥t}

dt

‖f‖L∞(Rn)

)−nm

≤

∫ ‖f‖L∞(Rn)

0
‖x̄‖−nmΠ◦,m{f≥t}

dt

‖f‖L∞(Rn)
.

Integrating over the sphere, we deduce

‖f‖nm+1
L∞(Rn)volnm(Π

◦,m〈f〉) ≤

∫ ‖f‖L∞(Rn)

0
volnm(Π

◦,m{f ≥ t})dt.

Before getting into the proof of Theorem 1.1, let us point out some crucial
properties of the functional covariogram.

3.2. The Functional Covariogram. First, notice that there is a relation
between the functional and geometric covariograms, mainly

gf,m(x̄) =

∫

Rn

min
0≤i≤m

{f(y − xi)}dy =

∫

Rn

∫ min0≤i≤m{f(y−xi)}

0
dtdx

=

∫ ∞

0
g{f≥t},m(x̄)dt.

(3.3)

We next take the radial derivative of the functional covariogram. First, we
need the following lemma. Recall that, for a function h on the sphere Sn−1,
the Wulff shape of h is given by [h] = {x ∈ R

n : maxu∈Sn−1〈x, u〉 ≤ h(u)}.
If K is a convex body containing the origin, then K = [hK ].

Lemma 3.1. Let f : Rn −→ R+ be an integrable, log-concave function, and

let θ̄ ∈ S
nm−1. Then, for ε > 0 suitably small,

(a) For every r ∈ [0, ε], g{f≥t},m(rθ̄) is integrable in t ∈ [0, ‖f‖∞],
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(b) The partial derivative

d

dr
g{f≥t},m(rθ̄)

exists for every r ∈ [0, ε] and t ∈ [0, ‖f‖∞),
(c) There exists c(t) integrable on [0, ‖f‖∞] such that

g{f≥t},m(rθ̄) ≤ c(t)

for every r ∈ [0, ε] and t ∈ [0, ‖f‖∞].

Proof. Notice that (a) follows from (3.3) and the fact that f is integrable.
Point (c) follows choosing c(t) = voln({f ≥ t}).

We now focus on point (b), which is slightly more delicate. Notice that,
for a convex body K, we can write (cf. [31, Proposition 3.2])

gK,m(rθ̄) = voln

(

[hK − rhC−θ̄
]
)

.

By the semigroup property of the Wulff shape (compare [62, Theorem 5.7])
and Aleksandrov’s variational lemma [59, Lemma 7.5.3], we have for ε > 0
sufficiently small that

d

dr
g{f≥t},m(rθ̄)

is right-continuous in r on the interval [0, ε]. Since gK,m(rθ̄) is continuous
for r ≥ 0 and has continuous right derivative on [0, ε], it is differentiable
on [0, ε] (see, for example, [15, Theorem 1.3, page 40]). Notice that for
every t ∈ [0, ‖f‖∞) the set {f ≥ t} has non-empty interior so that we can
apply the previous procedure to every level set (except, at most, the one
corresponding to the maximum). This concludes the proof of (b). �

Theorem 3.1. Let f : Rn −→ R+ be an integrable, log-concave function.

Then, for every θ̄ ∈ S
nm−1,

d

dr
gf,m(rθ̄)

∣

∣

r=0+
= −‖θ̄‖Π◦,m〈f〉.

Proof. Observe that (3.3) and (3.2) yield

d

dr
gf,m(rθ̄)

∣

∣

r=0+
=

∫ ∞

0

d

dr
g{f≥t},m(rθ̄)

∣

∣

r=0+
dt

= −

∫ ∞

0
‖x̄‖Π◦,m{f≥t}dt = −‖θ̄‖Π◦,m〈f〉,

where we could exchange the signs of integral and derivative since, by Lemma
3.1, we can apply the Leibniz integral rule. �

As a corollary, we obtain the following “tangent-line bound” for the func-
tional covariogram.
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Corollary 3.1. Let f : Rn −→ R+ be an integrable, log-concave function.

Then, gf,m is log-concave and

(3.4) gf,m(x̄) ≤ ‖f‖L1(Rn)e
−

‖x̄‖Π◦,m〈f〉
‖f‖

L1(Rn) ,

with equality if and only if gf,m(x̄) is log-affine.

Proof. First, observe that gf,m is log-concave. Indeed, the minimum of log-
concave functions is log-concave (since the maximum of convex functions is
convex). Then, from the Prékopa-Leindler (2.2) inequality applied in R

nm,
we obtain the log-concavity of gf,m.

Next, we use r 7→ gf,m(rθ̄) is log-concave as well, to obtain from Theo-
rem 3.1 that, for every r > 0 so that rθ̄ is in the support of gf,m,

−
‖θ̄‖Π◦,m〈f〉

‖f‖L1(Rn)
=

d

dr
log gf,m(rθ̄)

∣

∣

∣

r=0+
≥

log gf,m(rθ̄)− log ‖f‖L1(Rn)

r

=

log

(

gf,m(rθ̄)
‖f‖L1(Rn)

)

r
.

Consequently, we obtain

r‖θ̄‖Π◦,m〈f〉 ≤ −‖f‖L1(Rn) log

(

gf,m(rθ̄)

‖f‖L1(Rn)

)

.

This is precisely our claim after exponentiation. �

In the following lemma, we show that equality occurs in Corollary 3.1 if and
only if f is a multiple of e−‖x−x′‖∆n for some x′ ∈ R

n and n-dimensional
simplex ∆n containing the origin.

Lemma 3.2. Let f : Rn −→ R+ be an integrable, log-concave function such

that gf,m is log-affine. Then, one must have f(x) = ‖f‖L∞(Rn)e
−‖x−x′‖∆n

for an n-dimensional simplex ∆n containing the origin and some x′ ∈ R
n.

Proof. Notice that one may verify via direct substitution that if f(x) =

‖f‖L∞(Rn)e
−‖x−x′‖∆n for an n-dimensional simplex ∆n containing the origin

and some x′ ∈ R
n, then gf,m is log-affine. It remains to show the converse

direction.
We may suppose that ‖f‖L∞(Rn) = f(o). Indeed, for an arbitrary inte-

grable, log-concave function f , take x′ ∈ {x ∈ R
n : f(x) = ‖f‖L∞(Rn)}, and

set f̃(x) = f(x + x′). Then, f̃(x) has maximum at the origin and gf,m is
log-affine if and only if gf̃ ,m is log-affine. In fact, gf,m = gf̃ ,m.

For x ∈ R
n, let x̃ ∈ R

nm be x̃ = (x, o, . . . , o). Then, gf,m(x̃) = gf (x).
Since the restriction of a log-affine function is still log-affine, we obtain that
gf is log-affine. It is precisely the content of [3, Lemma 2.4.2] that, if f(o) = 0

and gf is log-affine, then f(x) = ‖f‖L∞(Rn)e
−‖x‖∆n for some n-dimensional

simplex ∆n containing the origin. �
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Proof of Theorem 1.1. Observe that, integrating both sides of (3.4) over
R
nm yields

1

(nm)!

∫

Rnm

gf,m(x̄)dx̄ ≤ ‖f‖L1(Rn)
1

(nm)!

∫

Rnm

e
−

‖x̄‖Π◦,m〈f〉
‖f‖

L1(Rn) dx̄

= ‖f‖nm+1
L1(Rn)

1

(nm)!

∫

Rnm

e−‖x̄‖Π◦,m〈f〉dx̄

= ‖f‖nm+1
L1(Rn)

volnm(Π
◦,m〈f〉).

with equality if and only if gf,m is log-affine. Equality conditions then follow
from Lemma 3.2. �

3.3. The Approach of Radial Mean Bodies. We now introduce the
functional analogue of the radial mean bodies. The higher-order, functional
pth radial mean body of an integrable function f on R

n for −1 < p ≤ q <∞
is the star body Rmp f on R

nm given by the radial function: for θ̄ ∈ S
nm−1,

(3.5) ρRm
p f (θ̄)

p=







p
‖f‖L1(Rn)

∫∞
0 gf,m(rθ̄)r

p−1dr, p > 0,

p
‖f‖L1(Rn)

∫∞
0

(

gf,m(rθ̄)−‖f‖L1(Rn)

)

rp−1dr, p ∈ (−1, 0),

Notice that these are well defined since if the support of f is full dimensional,
the support of gf,m is also full dimensional and contains the origin in its
interior. Moreover, for p ≥ 0, Rmp f is again a convex body (if m = 1, then it
is always origin symmetric since gf is always an even function, and if m ≥ 2,
Rmp f is origin symmetric if and only if f is even).

Notice that we can apply integration by parts to (3.5) to obtain for all
p ∈ (−1, 0) ∪ (0,∞)

ρRm
p f (θ̄)

p =

∫ ∞

0

(

−
gf,m(rθ̄)

‖f‖L1(Rn)

)′

rpdr,

where the prime denotes derivative in r and we used Lebesgue’s theorem to
obtain that gf,m(rθ̄) is differentiable almost everywhere on its support (in
r) as it is monotonically decreasing in the variable r. For the next result, we
define

pmax = sup

{

p <∞ :

(

1

Γ(p+ 1)

)
1
p

Rmp f 6= {ō}

}

.

Theorem 3.2. Let f : Rn −→ R+ be an integrable, log-concave function.

Then, for −1 < p < q < pmax,

(

1

Γ(q + 1)

)
1
q

Rmq f ⊆

(

1

Γ(p+ 1)

)
1
p

Rmp f ⊆ ‖f‖L1(Rn)Π
◦,m〈f〉,

with equality if and only if

gf,m(x̄) = ‖f‖L1(Rn)e
−

‖x̄‖Π◦,m〈f〉
‖f‖

L1(Rn) .
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Equivalently, there is equality if and only if f(x) = ‖f‖L∞(Rn)e
−‖x−x′‖∆n for

an n-dimensional simplex ∆n containing the origin and some x′ ∈ R
n.

Proof. Notice that for a fixed θ̄ the function r 7→ ‖f‖−1
L1(Rn)

gf,m(rθ̄) is non-

increasing. Furthermore, we recall that gf,m(rθ̄) is log-concave and thus,
from Proposition 2.1, the function

p 7→

(

1

Γ(p+ 1)

)
1
p

ρRm
p f (θ̄)

is non-decreasing, and is constant if and only if for a fixed θ̄

(3.6) gf,m(rθ̄) = ‖f‖L1(Rn)e
−cr

for some c > 0, establishing our claim.
We now discuss the limiting behaviour in p (and determine c). Observe

that

lim
p→∞

(

1

Γ(p+ 1)

)
1
p

ρRm
p f (θ̄) = 0

as Γ(p+ 1) will be the dominating term. This yields

lim
p→∞

(

1

Γ(p+ 1)

)
1
p

Rmp f = {ō}.

To determine the behaviour as p→ −1, observe we can write

1

Γ(p+ 1)
ρRm

p f (θ̄)
p =

1

Γ(p+ 2)
[(p + 1)ρRm

p f (θ̄)
p].

We then obtain from Lemma 2.1 that

lim
p→−1

1

Γ(p+ 2)
[(p + 1)ρRm

p f (θ̄)
p] = −

1

‖f‖L1(Rn)

d

dr
gf,m(rθ̄)

∣

∣

r=0+

=
‖θ̄‖Π◦,m〈f〉

‖f‖L1(Rn)
.

Now, again, suppose there is equality. In this case, when determining the
behaviour as p→ −1, calculate the derivative of gf,m using (3.6) to conclude

c =
‖θ̄‖Π◦,m〈f〉

‖f‖L1(Rn)
.

The equivalent form of the equality conditions follows from Lemma 3.2. �

Alternative proof of Theorem 1.1. By integrating in polar coordinates, we
obtain that

1

‖f‖L1(Rn)

∫

Rnm

gf,m(x̄)dx̄ =
1

‖f‖L1(Rn)

∫

Snm−1

∫ ∞

0
gf,m(rθ̄)r

nm−1drdθ̄

=
1

nm

∫

Snm−1

ρRm
nmf (θ̄)

nmdθ̄ = volnm(R
m
nmf).
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Consequently, Theorem 1.1 follows from Theorem 3.2 by setting p = nm
and considering the volume of both sides. �

Remark 3.2. In the classical setting, DK = supp(gK), and the difference

body appears in the radial mean body set inclusions. However, we see in

Theorem 3.2 that supp(gf,m) does not appear, and, in fact, for an arbitrary

log-concave function, supp(gf,m) might be R
nm. Thus, in order to establish

functional Rogers-Shephard inequalities, we must use different choices of

“covariograms”.

4. The Rogers-Shephard inequality in

the Functional, Higher-Order Setting

In order to establish the functional, higher-order Rogers-Shephard in-
equality, some definitions are in order; these definitions generalize them = 1
case in [3].

Recall the following from the introduction: givenm+1 functions g0, . . . , gm
on R

n, consider the vector-valued function ḡ : Rn(m+1) → R
m+1 as ḡ((x0, x̄)) =

(g0(x0), g1(x1), . . . , gm(xm)). Next, we define

Am
t (ḡ)(x̄) = {z ∈ supp g0 ∩

m
i=1 (xi − supp gi) ⊂ R

n :

g0(z)g1(z − x1) · · · gm(z − xm) ≥ tΠmi=0‖gi‖L∞(Rn)

}

.

Then, the higher-order convolution body of ḡ is

Cmθ,t(ḡ) = {x̄ ∈ R
nm : Am

t (ḡ)(x̄) 6= ∅, voln(A
m
t (ḡ)(x̄)) ≥ θMt},

where Mt = maxx̄ voln(A
m
t (ḡ)(x̄)).

When for all i = 0, . . . ,m we have gi = f for some function f , we write
Am
t (f)(x̄) = Am

t ((f, . . . , f))(x̄). Then, we introduced the following two
operations for these vector-valued maps, turning them into functions on
R
nm:

(ḡ)⊕m(x̄) =

∫

Rn

g0(z)g1(z − x1) · · · g1(z − xm)dz

and
(ḡ)⋆m(x̄) = sup

z∈Rn
g0(z)g1(z − x1) · · · g1(z − xm).

We now recall the Rogers-Shephard-type inequalities from the introduction,
whose proofs will take the remainder of this section.

Theorem 1.2. Fix n,m ∈ N. Let g0, g1, ..., gm : Rn −→ R+ be integrable,

log-concave functions. Then, setting ḡ = (g0, g1, . . . , gm) :

‖(ḡ)⊕m‖L∞(Rnm)‖(ḡ)⋆m‖L1(Rnm) ≤

(

n(m+ 1)

n

)

(

m
∏

i=0

‖gi‖L∞(Rn)‖gi‖L1(Rn)

)

.

Theorem 1.3. Fix n,m ∈ N. Let f : Rn −→ R+ be an integrable, log-

concave function and set f̄(·) := (f(·), f(−·), · · · , f(−·)). Then:

‖(f̄)⋆m‖L1(Rnm) ≤

(

n(m+ 1)

n

)

‖f‖mL∞(Rn)‖f‖L
1
m (Rn)

,
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where equality holds, if and only if, f/‖f‖L∞(Rn) is the characteristic func-

tion of an n-dimensional simplex.

We start by establishing some lemmas that will be used along the proofs.
Notice that they are the analogues in our setting of Lemmas 4.1 and 4.3 in
[3]. First, we show the following set inclusion.

Lemma 4.1. Let g0, . . . , gm : Rn −→ R+ be log-concave functions and set

ḡ((x0, x̄)) = (g0(x0), . . . , gm(xm)). Let t ∈ [0, 1], and θ1, θ2, λ1, λ2 ∈ [0, 1]
such that λ1 + λ2 ≤ 1. Then

λ1C
m
θ1,t(ḡ) + λ2C

m
θ2,t(ḡ) ⊆ Cmθ,t(ḡ),

with 1− θ1/n = λ1(1− θ
1/n
1 ) + λ2(1− θ

1/n
2 ).

Proof. Let x̄ ∈ Cmθ1,t(ḡ), ȳ ∈ Cmθ2,t(ḡ), z1 ∈ Am
t (ḡ)(x̄) and z2 ∈ Am

t (ḡ)(ȳ). Let

also z0 ∈ Am
t (ḡ)(ō), then we have that

m
∏

i=0

gi(z0)
m ≥ t

m
∏

i=0

‖gi‖L∞(Rn),

g0(z1)

m
∏

i=1

gi(z1 − xi) ≥ t

m
∏

i=0

‖gi‖L∞(Rn), and

g0(z2)

m
∏

i=1

gi(z2 − yi) ≥ t

m
∏

i=0

‖gi‖L∞(Rn).

Moreover, since the gi are log-concave functions, we deduce that

g0
(

(1− λ1 − λ2)z0 + λ1z1 + λ2z2
)

×
m
∏

i=1

gi
(

(1− λ1 − λ2)z0 − λ1(z1 − xi)− λ2(z2 − yi)
)

≥

(

m
∏

i=0

gi(z0)

)(1−λ1−λ2)(

g0(z1)
m
∏

i=1

gi(z1 − xi)

)λ1 (

g0(z2)
m
∏

i=1

gi(z2 − yi)

)λ2

≥ t

m
∏

i=0

‖gi‖L∞(Rn).

Therefore,

Am
t (ḡ)(λ1x̄+ λ2ȳ) ⊇ (1− λ1 − λ2)A

m
t (ḡ)(ō)

+ λ1A
m
t (ḡ)(x̄) + λ2A

m
t (ḡ)(ȳ).

Using the Brunn-Minkowski inequality, we then obtain

voln(A
m
t (ḡ)(λ1x̄+ λ2ȳ))

1/n ≥ (1− λ1 − λ2)voln
(

Am
t (ḡ)(ō)

)1/n

+ λ1voln
(

Am
t (ḡ)(x̄)

)1/n
+ λ2voln

(

Am
t (ḡ)(ȳ)

)1/n
.
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Thus, taking into account that x̄ ∈ Cmθ1,t(ḡ), ȳ ∈ Cmθ2,t(ḡ), we deduce that

voln(A
m
t (ḡ)(λ1x̄+ λ2ȳ))

1/n ≥ (1− λ1 − λ2)M
1/n
t + λ1θ1M

1/n
t + λ2θ2M

1/n
t

=
(

1− λ1(1− θ
1/n
1 )− λ2(1− θ

1/n
2 )

)

M
1/n
t ,

concluding the proof. �

Remark 4.1. Notice that from Lemma 4.1 trivially follows that, for every

0 ≤ θ0 ≤ θ < 1,

(4.1)
Cmθ0,t(ḡ)

1− θ
1/n
0

⊆
Cmθ,t(ḡ)

1− θ1/n
.

We are now finally ready to prove the main results of this section. We
start by providing the inequality for m+ 1 functions.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. By the translation invariance of the Lebesgue mea-
sure and the homogeneity of the inequality, we may translate and dilate the
functions gi so that Mt = voln

(

At(ḡ)(ō
))

for all t and ‖gi‖L∞(Rn) = 1 for all
i = 0, 1, . . . ,m. We write Cmθ,t = Cmθ,t(ḡ). Moreover, from (4.1) follows that

(1− θ1/n)Cm0,t ⊂ Cmθ,t for all θ ∈ [0, 1). Thus, we have that

∫ 1

0
(1− θ1/n)nmvolnm(C

m
0,t) dθ ≤

∫ 1

0
volnm(C

m
θ,t) dθ.

Therefore,

volnm(C
m
0,t) ≤

(

n(m+ 1)

n

)
∫ 1

0
volnm(C

m
θ,t) dθ

=

(

n(m+ 1)

n

)
∫

Rnm

voln
(

Am
t (ḡ)(x̄)

)

Mt
dx̄.

Now, on the one hand, integrating with respect to the variable t, we deduce
that

∫ 1

0
Mt volnm(C

m
0,t) dt ≤

(

n(m+ 1)

n

)
∫ 1

0

∫

Rnm

voln
(

Am
t (ḡ)(x̄)

)

dx̄dt

=

(

n(m+ 1)

n

)
∫

Rn

∫

Rnm

g0(z)

m
∏

i=1

gi(z − xi) dx̄dz

=

(

n(m+ 1)

n

)

(

m
∏

i=0

∫

Rn

gi(x) dx

)

.
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On the other hand,
∫ 1

0
Mt volnm(C

m
0,t) dt =

∫

Rnm

∫ (ḡ)⋆m (x̄)

0
max
ȳ

voln
(

Am
t (ḡ)(ȳ)

)

dt dx̄

≥ max
ȳ

∫

Rnm

∫ (ḡ)⋆m (x̄)

0
voln

(

Am
t (ḡ)(ȳ)

)

dt dx̄

≥ max
ȳ

∫

(Rn)m+1

min

{

(ḡ)⋆m(x̄), g0(z)

m
∏

i=1

gi(z − yi)

}

dz dx̄,

where we used the definition of Am
t (ḡ)(ȳ). Our inequality continues:

∫ 1

0
Mt volnm(C

m
0,t) dt ≥ max

ȳ

∫

Rn

g0(z)
m
∏

i=1

gi(z − yi) dz

∫

Rnm

(ḡ)⋆m(x̄)dx̄

= ‖(g)⊕m‖∞

∫

Rnm

(ḡ)⋆m(x̄)dx̄,

therefore concluding the proof. �

Next, we prove the inequality for a function and its reflection.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Let x̄ = (x1, ..., xm) ∈ R
nm. Since f is log-concave,

we have

f

(

z −
1

m+ 1
(x1 + · · ·+ xm)

)

= f

(

1

m+ 1
[z + (z − x1) + · · ·+ (z − xm)]

)

≥
m
∏

i=0

f(z − xi)
1

m+1 .

Hence,

Am
t (f)(x̄) ⊆

{

z ∈ R
n :

f(z − 1
m+1

∑

xi)

‖f‖L∞(Rn)
≥ t1/(m+1)

}

=
1

m+ 1

m
∑

i=1

xi +Am
t (f)(ō).

Moreover,

Am
t (f)(x̄) ⊃ Am

t (f)(ō) ∩
m
i=1 (xi +Am

t (f)(ō)) and

Am
t (f)(x̄) ⊂ Am

tm+1(f)(ō) ∩
m
i=1

(

xi +Am
tm+1(f)(ō)

)

.

Thus,

Cm0,t ⊂ Dm
(

Am
tm+1(f)(ō)

)

.

Consequently, using the higher-order Rogers-Shephard inequality (1.5) yields

volnm(C
m
0,t) ≤

(

n(m+ 1)

n

)

voln(A
m
tm+1(f)(ō))

m.
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Now, by Minkowski’s inequality for integrals, we infer
∫ 1

0
voln(A

m
tm+1(f)(ō))

m dt =

∫ 1

0

(
∫

Rn

χ
{f/‖f‖L∞(Rn)≥t}

(z) dz

)m

dt

≤

(

∫

Rn

(
∫ 1

0
χ

{f/‖f‖L∞(Rn)≥t}
(z) dt

)1/m

dz

)m

=
1

‖f‖L∞(Rn)

(
∫

Rn

f(z)1/m dz

)m

=
‖f‖

L
1
m (Rn)

‖f‖L∞(Rn)
.

Moreover, taking into account that Am
t (f)(x̄) 6= ∅ if and only if

t ≤ (f̄)⋆m(x̄)/‖f‖
m+1
L∞(Rn),

we obtain
∫ 1

0
volnm(C

m
0,t) dt =

∫ 1

0

∫

Rnm

χ
{x̄:Am

t (f)(x̄) 6=∅}
dx̄dt

=

∫

Rnm

∫ 1

0
χ

{t:Am
t (f)(x̄) 6=∅}

dt dx̄

=

∫

Rnm

∫ (f̄)⋆m (x̄)/‖f‖m+1
L∞(Rn)

0
dt dx̄

=
1

‖f‖m+1
L∞(Rn)

∫

Rnm

(f̄)⋆m(x̄) dx̄,

as desired. �

Equality case on Theorem 1.3. Fix m ∈ N \ {1}, as the m = 1 case is al-
ready established ([3, Lemma 5.1]). On the one hand, if f is the character-
istic function of an n-dimensional simplex, (1.9) becomes the higher-order
Rogers-Shephard inequality (1.5) for an n-dimensional simplex, which is
precisely the equality case.

On the other hand, equality in (1.9) implies equality in the following:
∫ 1

0
volnm(C

m
0,t) dt ≤

∫ 1

0
vol
(

Dm
(

Am
tm+1(f)(ō))

)

)

dt

≤

∫ 1

0

(

n(m+ 1)

n

)

voln(A
m
tm+1(f)(ō)) dt.

Therefore, there is equality in

volnm(C
m
0,t) ≤ vol

(

Dm
(

Am
tm+1(f)(ō)

)

)

≤

(

n(m+ 1)

n

)

voln(A
m
tm+1(f)(ō))

m.

Using again the equality conditions in (1.5) one has that, for every t ∈
(0, 1), Am

tm+1(f)(ō) is an n-dimensional simplex. We next use the fact that
equality implies equality in our use of Minkowski’s integral inequality. We
obtain that the function (z, t) 7→ χ{f/‖f‖L∞(Rn)≥t}(z) equals h(t)q(z) for some

measurable functions h : (0, 1] 7→ R+ and q : Rn 7→ R+ almost everywhere;
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notice that since f is integrable, the set {f = ‖f‖L∞(Rn)} must be compact,
and, since f is log-concave, the super-level sets of f are convex and f is
continuous when restricted to the interior of its support. We deduce that the
equality holds on R

n × (0, 1], in which case we must have h(t) is a constant
(merely pick a z0 ∈ {f = ‖f‖L∞(Rn)} to obtain 1 = h(t)q(z0) for all t ∈
(0, 1]). Additionally this means, for a fixed z, the value of χ{f/‖f‖L∞(Rn)≥t}(z)

is the same for all t. In terms of f , this means if z is such that f(z) ≥
t‖f‖L∞(Rn) for some t ∈ (0, 1] → f(z) ≥ t‖f‖L∞(Rn) for all t ∈ (0, 1]. We
deduce that f(z) = ‖f‖L∞(Rn) for all such z. Likewise, if z is such that
f(z) < t‖f‖L∞(Rn) for some t ∈ (0, 1] → f(z) < t‖f‖L∞(Rn) for all t ∈ (0, 1],
and so f(z) = 0. Therefore, f partitions R

n into two sets: a convex body
upon which f(z) = ‖f‖L∞(Rn), and the rest of Rn. In particular, the latter
is such that f(z) = 0, i.e. f is the characteristic function of a convex
body. We now use that, for t ∈ (0, 1), Am

tm+1(f)(ō) = {f/‖f‖L∞(Rn) ≥
t} = {f = ‖f‖L∞(Rn)} to deduce that this convex body is an n-dimensional
simplex. �
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REF. 21899/PI/22. The third named author was supported by the Aus-
trian Science Fund (FWF): 10.55776/P34446, and, in part, by the Gruppo
Nazionale per l’Analisi Matematica, la Probabilitá e le loro Applicazioni
(GNAMPA) of the Istituto Nazionale di Alta Matematica (INdAM).

References

[1] Alonso-Gutiérrez, D., Artstein-Avidan, S., González Merino, B., Jiménez,
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