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NEW FIBER AND GRAPH COMBINATIONS OF CONVEX BODIES

STEVEN HOEHNER AND SUDAN XING

Abstract. Three new combinations of convex bodies are introduced and studied: the Lp

fiber, Lp chord and graph combinations. These combinations are defined in terms of the fibers
and graphs of pairs of convex bodies, and each operation generalizes the classical Steiner
symmetral, albeit in different ways. For the Lp fiber and Lp chord combinations, we derive
Brunn–Minkowski-type inequalities and the corresponding Minkowski’s first inequalities. We
also prove that the general affine surface areas are concave (respectively, convex) with respect
to the graph sum, thereby generalizing fundamental results of Ye (Indiana Univ. Math. J.,
2014) on the monotonicity of the general affine surfaces under Steiner symmetrization. As an
application, we deduce a corresponding Minkowski’s first inequality for the Lp affine surface
area of a graph combination of convex bodies.

1. Introduction

We shall work in n-dimensional Euclidean space Rn with inner product ⟨x, y⟩ = ∑ni=1 xiyi
and norm ∥x∥ = √⟨x,x⟩. The standard orthonormal basis of Rn is {e1, . . . , en}, and the
origin of Rn is denoted by o. The unit sphere in Rn centered at the origin is denoted by
Sn−1 = {x ∈ Rn ∶ ∥x∥ = 1}.

A convex body is a convex, compact subset of Rn with nonempty interior. The support
function of a convex body K in Rn is hK(u) = maxx∈K⟨x,u⟩. Let Kno denote the class of
convex bodies in Rn which contain the origin o in their interiors. For K1,K2 ∈ Kno , the
Hausdorff distance dH(K1,K2) may be defined by

dH(K1,K2) = max{sup
x∈K1

d(x,K2), sup
y∈K2

d(y,K1)}
where for x ∈ Rn and a closed set C ⊂ Rn, d(x,C) = infy∈C ∥x− y∥. For K ∈ Kno , the orthogonal
projection of K into the hyperplane u⊥ = {x ∈ Rn ∶ ⟨x,u⟩ = 0} is denoted by K ∣u⊥.

For fixed u ∈ Sn−1, we let fu ∶ K ∣u⊥ → R and gu ∶ K ∣u⊥ → R denote the overgraph and
undergraph functions of K with respect to u⊥, respectively, which are defined by

fu(x′) =max{t ∈ R ∶ (x′, t) ∈ (K ∣u⊥) ×R} and gu(x′) = min{t ∈ R ∶ (x′, t) ∈ (K ∣u⊥) ×R}.
This means that

K = {(x′, t) ∶ x′ ∈K ∣u⊥, gu(x′) ≤ t ≤ fu(x′)} .
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For x′ ∈ u⊥, we denote by

ℓK(u;x′) ∶= vol1(K ∩ (x′ +Ru))(1.1)

the length of the chord of K (in the direction of u) passing through x′ ∈ u⊥. Note that in
terms of the overgraph and undergraph functions of K, we have

ℓK(u;x′) = fu(x′) − gu(x′).
For a convex bodyK in Rn and a direction u ∈ Sn−1, the Steiner symmetral Su(K) of K with

respect to the (n − 1)-dimensional hyperplane u⊥ may be defined as follows. Translate each
chord of K in the direction of u until u⊥ bisects the chord. The union of all the translated
chords is Su(K). In terms of the overgraph and undergraph of K, the Steiner symmetral
Su(K) may be expressed as

(1.2) Su(K) = {(x′, t) ∈ (K ∣u⊥) ×R ∶ −1
2
(fu(x′) − gu(x′)) ≤ t ≤ 1

2
(fu(x′) − gu(x′))} .

A key feature of the Steiner symmetrization is that it preserves volume, which follows by
Cavalieri’s principle. Furthermore, any convex body can be transformed into a Euclidean ball
of the same volume via a sequence of Steiner symmetrizations. These properties make the
Steiner symmetrization an indispensable tool in a wide variety of “shape optimization” prob-
lems. For more background on Steiner symmetrizations, we refer the reader to, for example,
Section 10.3 of Schneider’s book [40], the article [4] by Bianchi, Gardner and Gronchi and the
chapter [5] by Bianchi and Gronchi.

Various constructions have been introduced to interpret the Steiner symmetrization as a
sum or combination of two objects (see, e.g., [4, 5, 15, 35]). An example is the classical fiber
sum of convex bodies, which was defined by McMullen [35] as follows. Fix two complementary
linear subspaces L,M ⊂ Rn. Any vector x ∈ Rn can be decomposed as x = x′ + y, where y ∈ L
and x′ ∈ M ; we denote this orthogonal decomposition by x = (x′, y). For convex bodies K1

and K2 in Rn and a, b ∈ R, McMullen [35] defined the fiber combination a ○ K1 ? b ○K2 =
a ○L∣M K1 ?L∣M b ○L∣M K2 by

(1.3) a ○K1 ?L∣M b ○K2 = {(x′, ay1 + by2) ∶ (x′, yi) ∈Ki for i = 1,2},
where for a convex body K in Rn and a ∈ R, the fiber dilation a ○K = a ○L∣M K is defined by
(see [35])

a ○K = {(x′, ay) ∶ (x′, y) ∈K}.
Here we have adapted McMullen’s notation to suit our purposes (see also [4,5]). This definition
means that vectors are only added in their L-components, while the M-components are fixed.
By construction, the fiber of the sum K1 ?L∣M K2 in the “direction” L and passing through
x′ ∈M is obtained by summing the corresponding fibers of K1 and K2. In particular, if L = Rn

and M = {o}, then (1.3) becomes the usual Minkowski addition K1 +K2 = {x + y ∶ x ∈ K1, y ∈
K2}, and if L = {o} and M = Rn, then (1.3) is the usual intersection K1∩K2. Furthermore, as
observed in [35], if L is a line and M is its orthogonal hyperplane, then the fiber combination(1
2
○K)? ((−1

2
) ○K) is just the Steiner symmetral of K with respect to M . Relative to the

complementary subspaces L and M , the fiber sum operation is associative and commutative.
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It was also shown in [35, Theorem 2.3] that if K1 and K2 are convex, then K1 ?K2 is also
convex.

McMullen proved the following Brunn–Minkowski-type inequality for fiber combinations of
convex bodies [35]. Setting ℓ ∶= dimL, the result asserts that the n-dimensional volume voln is
1

ℓ
-concave with respect to the fiber sum of convex bodies. More specifically, McMullen proved

that for all convex bodies K1,K2 ⊂ Rn and every ϑ ∈ [0,1], it holds that
(1.4) voln((1 − ϑ) ○K1 ? ϑ ○K2)1/ℓ ≥ (1 − ϑ)voln(K1)1/ℓ + ϑvoln(K2)1/ℓ.
To our knowledge, the equality cases have not yet been characterized.

In [4], Bianchi, Gardner and Gronchi introduced and studied an abstract framework for
symmetrizations in geometry, which includes the fiber sum as a special case (see also [5]). In
particular, they studied general properties of these symmetrizations, including convergence of
successive symmetrizations. The convergence properties of fiber symmetrizations were also
recently studied by Ulivelli [43]. Some recent applications of fiber sums can also be found
in [20, 21]. We also mention the related work [15] of Gardner, Hug and Weil, where abstract
operations between sets in geometry were studied, as well as their general properties.

In this article, we introduce new combinations of convex bodies called the Lp fiber, Lp
chord and graph combinations. Our main results include Brunn–Minkowski-type inequalities
for the Lp fiber and Lp chord combinations of convex bodies. In terms of these operations,
we introduce mixed volumes via variational formulas, and we subsequently derive several
isoperimetric-type inequalities.

These new operations are connected by the fact that they all generalize the classical Steiner
symmetral, albeit in different ways. In particular, we prove that the general Lφ (respec-
tively Lψ) affine surface areas are concave (respectively, convex) under the graph sum oper-
ation, thereby generalizing fundamental results of Ye [49] on the monotonicity of the general
affine surface areas under Steiner symmetrizations. Consequently, we derive an analogue of
Minkowski’s first inequality for the Lp affine surface area of a graph sum of convex bodies.

Therefore, our focus is essentially on various concavity properties of these three operations
and applications thereof, which distinguishes this paper from the recent works [4,15,43], where
general properties of an abstract framework of symmetrizations were studied.

The remainder of the paper is essentially divided into thirds. First, in Section 2, the Lp
fiber combination of convex bodies is introduced and studied. Next, Section 3 covers graph
combinations, and finally, Section 4 is devoted to Lp chord combinations.

2. Lp fiber combinations of convex bodies

In this section, we define an Lp analogue of McMullen’s classical fiber sum. Let L and
M be complementary subspaces of Rn, and let ϕ1, ϕ2 ∶ Rn

→ R be two convex functions.
McMullen [35] defined the fiber convolute ϕ1 ⊞ ϕ2 = ϕ1 ⊞L∣M ϕ2 relative to the subspace pair(L,M) by
(2.5) (ϕ1 ⊞ ϕ2)(x′, y) ∶= inf{ϕ1(x′, y1) +ϕ2(x′, y2) ∶ y1 + y2 = y}
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where again we denote x = (x′, y) with x′ ∈M and y ∈ L. As remarked by McMullen [35], in
the case L = {o} and M = Rn, we recover the sum ϕ1 + ϕ2, while for L = Rn and M = {o} we
recover the infimal convolute

(ϕ1 ◻ ϕ2)(x) = inf{ϕ1(x) +ϕ2(y − x) ∶ y ∈ Rn}.
In [35, Lemma 8.3], McMullen proved that the domain of the fiber convolute is dom(ϕ1⊞L∣M

ϕ2) = dom(ϕ2)?L∣M dom(ϕ2). Furthermore, he proved that the support function of the fiber
sum satisfies the property

(2.6) hK1?L∣MK2
= hK1

⊞L⊥∣M⊥ hK2
.

In the 1960s, Firey [13] extended the classical Minkowski combination of convex bodies to
the Lp setting as follows. For p ≥ 1, a, b ≥ 0 and K1,K2 ∈ Kno , Firey defined the Lp combination
a ⋅pK1 +p b ⋅pK2 by the relation

(2.7) ha⋅pK1+pb⋅pK2
= (ahpK1

+ bh
p
K2
)1/p .

In particular, Firey also established the Lp Brunn–Minkowski inequality and Lp Minkowski’s
first inequality in [13] (see Subsections 2.3 and 2.4 below).

Firey’s work [13] was the starting point for the subsequent Lp Brunn–Minkowski–Firey
theory, which made a huge leap forward several decades later with the groundbreaking works
[29, 30] of Lutwak. Since then, the Lp Brunn–Minkowski–Firey theory has seen tremendous
activity in Convex Geometry and Functional Analysis; for some examples, we refer the reader
to [8, 11, 12, 18, 19, 31–34, 38, 39, 46].

If L and M are complementary orthogonal subspaces of Rn, then L ⊕M = Rn, M⊥ = L,
L⊥ =M and L∩M = {o}. Hence, in view of (2.6) and (2.7), it is natural to define the following
Lp extension of McMullen’s fiber combination.

Definition 2.1. Let L and M be orthogonal complementary subspaces of Rn, and let K1,K2 ∈Kno . For p ∈ R ∖ {0}, the Lp fiber sum K1 ?pK2 with respect to (L,M) is defined by

(2.8) hK1?pK2
∶= (hpK1

⊞L∣M h
p

K2
) 1p ,

and the Lp fiber dilate a ○pK of K ∈ Kno is defined by

a ○pK ∶= a1/p ○K.(2.9)

For a, b ≥ 0 which are not both zero, the Lp fiber combination a○pK1?p b○pK2 is then defined
by

(2.10) hK1?pK2
∶= (hpa○pK1

⊞L∣M h
p

b○pK2
) 1

p

.

In particular, choosing p = 1, we recover the classical fiber sum and dilation operations of
McMullen in (2.6); in this case, we drop the subscripts and write ? = ?1 and ○ = ○1.

Let ⋅ ∣M denote the projection into M in the “direction” L. Observe that if (K1∣M) ∩(K2∣M) = ∅, then K1?pK2 = ∅. Moreover, if relint(K1∣M)∩relint(K2∣M) = ∅, then K1?pK2

may have dimension less than n (and thus empty interior). Therefore, we shall henceforth
assume that relint(K1∣M) ∩ relint(K2∣M) ≠ ∅ when dealing with the Lp fiber sum K1 ?pK2.



NEW FIBER AND GRAPH COMBINATIONS OF CONVEX BODIES 5

2.1. Properties of the Lp fiber combination. We begin with a useful characterization of
the support function of an Lp fiber dilation.

Lemma 2.1. Let K ∈ Kno , a > 0 and p ∈ R ∖ {0}. Then
ha○pK(x′, y) = hK(x′, a1/py).

Proof. First, assume that p = 1. Observe that for any a > 0, we have (x′, aw) ∈ a ○K if and
only if (x′,w) ∈K (where x′ ∈M and w ∈ L). Thus,

ha○K(x′, y) = sup
(z′,aw)∈a○K

⟨(z′, aw), (x′, y)⟩ = sup
(z′,w)∈K

⟨(z′, aw), (x′, y)⟩
= sup
(z′,w)∈K

{⟨z′, x′⟩ + ⟨aw, y⟩} = sup
(z′,w)∈K

{⟨z′, x′⟩ + ⟨w,ay⟩}
= sup
(z′,w)∈K

⟨(z′,w), (x′, ay)⟩ = hK(x′, ay).
The general case for p ∈ R ∖ {0} now follows from (2.9):

ha○pK(x′, y) = ha1/p○K(x′, y) = hK(x′, a1/py).
�

Next, we highlight some basic properties of Lp fiber combinations.

Proposition 2.2. Let L and M be complementary subspaces of Rn, and let ℓ ∶= dimL. Let
p ∈ R ∖ {0}. Let K1,K2 ∈ Kno and a, b ≥ 0. Then:

(i) (Shadow property) If a and b are not both 0, then

(a ○pK1 ?p b ○pK2)∣M = (K1∣M) ∩ (K2∣M).
(ii) (Commutativity) It holds that

K1 ?pK2 =K2 ?pK1.

(iii) (Associativity of sum) Let K3 also be a convex body in Kno . Then

(K1 ?pK2)?pK3 =K1 ?p (K2 ?pK3).
(iv) (Associativity of dilation) It holds that

(ab) ○pK = a ○p (b ○pK).
(v) (Distributivity) We have

a ○p (K1 ?pK2) = a ○pK1 ?p a ○pK2.

(vi) (Monotonicity) Let L1,L2 ∈ Kno be such that K1 ⊂ L1 and K2 ⊂ L2. Then

a ○pK1 ?p b ○pK2 ⊂ a ○p L1 ?p b ○p L2.
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Proof. Properties (i) and (ii) follow directly from Definition 2.1. To see (iii), note that

hp
K1?p(K2?pK3)

(x′, y) = inf
y1+y2=y

{hpK1
(x′, y1) + hpK2?pK3

(x′, y2)}
= inf
y1+y2=y

{hpK1
(x′, y1) + inf

z1+z2=y2
{hpK2

(x′, z1) + hpK3
(x′, z2)}}

= inf
y1+y2=y
z1+z2=y2

{hpK1
(x′, y1) + hpK2

(x′, z1) + hpK3
(x′, z2)}

= inf
y1+z1+z2=y

{hpK1
(x′, y1) + hpK2

(x′, z1) + hpK3
(x′, z2)}

= inf
w+z2=y
y1+z1=w

{hpK1
(x′, y1) + hpK2

(x′, z1) + hpK3
(x′, z2)}

= inf
w+z2=y

{ inf
y1+z1=w

{hpK1
(x′, y1) + hpK2

(x′, z1)} + hpK3
(x′, z2)}

= inf
w+z2=y

{hpK1?pK2
(x′,w) + hpK3

(x′, z2)}
= hp(K1?pK2)?pK3

(x′, y).
The identity in (iii) follows.

Next, observe that the classical fiber dilation is associative:

(ab) ○K = {(x′, aby) ∶ (x′, y) ∈K} = a ○ {(x′, by) ∶ (x′, y) ∈K} = a ○ (b ○K).
Part (iv) thus follows from this fact and (2.9). For (v), by Lemma 2.1 we have

ha○p(K1?pK2)(x′, y) = hK1?pK2
(x′, a1/py)

= (inf {hpK1
(x′, y1) + hpK2

(x′, y2) ∶ y1 + y2 = a1/py})1/p
= (inf {hpK1

(x′, a1/py1) + hpK2
(x′, a1/py2) ∶ y1 + y2 = y})1/p

= (inf {hpa○pK1
(x′, y1) + hpa○pK2

(x′, y2) ∶ y1 + y2 = y})1/p
= h(a○pK1)?p(a○pK2)(x′, y).

This implies the desired identity. �

Remark 2.1. The corresponding properties (i)-(iii) for the classical fiber combination were
shown by McMullen in [35].

The next result states that n-dimensional volume is ℓ
p
-homogeneous with respect to the Lp

fiber dilation.

Lemma 2.2. Let K ∈ Kno , p ∈ R ∖ {0} and a ≥ 0. Then

voln(a ○pK) = aℓ/p voln(K).
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Proof. For x′ ∈ K ∣M , let K(x′) = {t ∈ L ∶ (x′, t) ∈ K} denote the fiber of K over x′. Let
θ(L,M) denote the angle between L and M . Then

voln(a ○pK) = θ(L,M)∫
(a○pK)∣M

volℓ ((a ○pK)(x′))dx′
= θ(L,M)∫

K ∣M
volℓ (a1/pK(x′))dx′

= aℓ/pθ(L,M)∫
K ∣M

volℓ (K(x′))dx′
= aℓ/p voln(K).

�

2.2. The Lp graph sum preserves convexity for p ≥ 1. Next, we show that when p ≥ 1,
the Lp fiber sum is a binary operation on Kno .
Theorem 2.3. For all K1,K2 ∈ Kno and p ≥ 1, we have K1 ?pK2 ∈ Kno .

To prove this, we will need

Lemma 2.3. Let g ∶ R→ R be a continuous and increasing function, and let A be a subset of
R. If A is bounded below, then g(infA) = inf g(A).
Proof. A proof can be found, for example, in [1]; we include the details for the reader’s
convenience. Since A is bounded below, infA exists. Let a = inf A. On one hand, since g is
increasing, for every x ∈ A we have g(a) ≤ g(x), which implies g(infA) ≤ inf g(A). On the
other hand, by the definition of infimum, for every δ > 0 the set (a− δ, a + δ)∩A is nonempty,
which implies that g((a − δ, a + δ) ∩A) is nonempty. Since g is continuous, for all ε > 0 there
exists δ > 0 such that

g((a − δ, a + δ) ∩A) ⊂ (g(a) − ε, g(a) + ε) ⊂ g(A).
Therefore, inf g(A) ≤ g(a) = g(infA). �

Proof of Theorem 2.3. The proof is inspired by Firey’s original proof in [13] for the p-means of
convex bodies (see also [40, Section 9.1]). Recall that the support function of a convex body is
characterized by the three properties of nonnegativity, positive homogeneity and sublinearity
(see, e.g., [40, Section 1.7]). Consider the function defined by

f(x) ∶= (hpK1
(x) ⊞L⊥∣M⊥ h

p
K2
(x)) 1

p , x ∈ Rn.

We shall show that this function satisfies these three properties and is therefore the support
function of a convex body in Rn.

First, as support functions, hK1
, hK2

≥ 0, and hence

f(x) = (hpK1
(x′, y) ⊞L⊥∣M⊥ hpK2

(x′, y))1/p = (inf {hK1
(x′, y1)p + hK2

(x′, y2)p ∶ y1 + y2 = y})1/p ≥ 0,
where x = (x′, y).
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Next, for λ > 0, by the positive homogeneity of the support functions hK1
and hK2

, we have

f(λx) = (hpK1
(λx) ⊞L⊥∣M⊥ h

p
K2
(λx)) 1

p

= (inf {hpK1
(λx′, λy1) + hpK2

(λx′, λy2) ∶ y1 + y2 = y})1/p
= (inf {λp (hpK1

(x′, y1) + hpK2
(x′, y2)) ∶ y1 + y2 = y})1/p

= λ (inf {hpK1
(x′, y1) + hpK2

(x′, y2) ∶ y1 + y2 = y})1/p
= λf(x).

It remains to show that f is sublinear, i.e., for all x1, x2 ∈ Rn, f(x1 + x2) ≤ f(x1) + f(x2).
We apply Lemma 2.3 with g(x) = x1/p for p ≥ 1, use the identity inf(A + B) = infA + inf B,
and set x1 = (x′1, y1) and x2 = (x′2, y2) to get

f(x1) + f(x2)
= hK1?pK2

(x1) + hK1?pK2
(x2)

= (inf {hpK1
(x′1,w1) + hpK2

(x′1,w2) ∶ w1 +w2 = y1})1/p
+ (inf {hpK1

(x′2,w3) + hpK2
(x′2,w4) ∶ w3 +w4 = y2})1/p

= inf {(hpK1
(x′1,w1) + hpK2

(x′1,w2))1/p + (hpK1
(x′2,w3) + hpK2

(x′2,w4))1/p ∶ w1 +w2 = y1, w3 +w4 = y2}.
Here, to apply Lemma 2.3, we have used the fact that the sets

{hpK1
(x′1,w1) + hpK2

(x′1,w2) ∶ w1 +w2 = y1} and {hpK1
(x′2,w3) + hpK2

(x′2,w4) ∶ w3 +w4 = y2}
are bounded below by zero, which follows since hKi

≥ 0 for i = 1,2. Next, by the inequality

[(a + a′)p + (b + b′)p]1/p ≤ (ap + bp)1/p + ((a′)p + (b′)p)1/p,
which holds for p > 1 and a, a′, b, b′ > 0, along with the sublinearity of the support functions
hK1

and hK2
, we get that the previous expression is greater than or equal to

inf {[(hK1
(x′1,w1) + hK1

(x′2,w3))p + (hK2
(x′1,w2) + hK2

(x′2,w4))p]1/p ∶ w1 +w2 = y1, w3 +w4 = y2}
≥ inf {[hpK1

(x′1 + x′2,w1 +w3) + hpK2
(x′1 + x′2,w2 +w4)]1/p ∶ w1 +w2 = y1, w3 +w4 = y2}

≥ inf {[hpK1
(x′1 + x′2,w1 +w3) + hpK2

(x′1 + x′2,w2 +w4)]1/p ∶ (w1 +w3) + (w2 +w4) = y1 + y2}
= f(x1 + x2).
This completes the proof. �

2.3. Brunn–Minkowski-type inequality for the Lp fiber combination. As mentioned
earlier, Firey [13] established the Lp Brunn–Minkowski–Firey inequality, which asserts that
for any p ≥ 1, the volume functional is p

n
-concave with respect to Lp addition on Kno . More

precisely, for all K1,K2 ∈ Kno and every ϑ ∈ [0,1],
(2.11) voln((1 − ϑ) ⋅pK1 +p ϑ ⋅pK2) pn ≥ (1 − ϑ)voln(K1) pn + ϑvoln(K2) pn
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with equality if and only if K1 = K2. In particular, choosing p = 1, one recovers the classical
Brunn–Minkowski inequality.

The main result of this section is the following Lp analogue of (1.4).

Theorem 2.4. For all K1,K2 ∈ Kno , ϑ ∈ [0,1] and p ≥ 1,
(2.12) voln((1 − ϑ) ○pK1 ?p ϑ ○pK2)pℓ ≥ ϑvoln(K1)pℓ + (1 − ϑ)voln(K2)pℓ .

McMullen’s fiber Brunn–Minkowski inequality (1.4) is the special case p = 1. We modify
Firey’s original proof of the Lp Brunn–Minkowski inequality [13], which is obtained from the
classical Brunn–Minkowski inequality. Analogously, Theorem 2.4 will be obtained from (1.4).

Proof. We may assume that p > 1. For i = 1,2, let λi = voln(Ki)1/ℓ, and set ϑ′ = ϑλp
2
/[(1 −

ϑ)λp
1
+ ϑλ

p
2
]. For any x = (x′, y) ∈ Rn, since g(x) = x1/p is continuous and strictly increasing,

by Lemma 2.3 we obtain

h(1−ϑ′)○p(λ−11 ○K1)?pϑ′○p(λ−12 ○K2)(x′, y) = h 1−ϑ′

λ
p
1

○pK1?pϑ′○p
ϑ′

λ
p
2

○pK2
(x′, y)

= (inf {1 − ϑ′
λ
p
1

h
p
K1
(x′, y1) + ϑ′

λ
p
2

h
p
K2
(x′, y2) ∶ y1 + y2 = y})

1/p

= inf
⎧⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎩[

1 − ϑ′

λ
p
1

h
p

K1
(x′, y1) + ϑ′

λ
p
2

h
p

K2
(x′, y2)]

1/p

∶ y1 + y2 = y
⎫⎪⎪⎬⎪⎪⎭

= inf
⎧⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎩[
(1 − ϑ)hpK1

(x′, y1) + ϑhpK2
(x′, y2)

(1 − ϑ)λp
1
+ ϑλp

2

]
1/p

∶ y1 + y2 = y
⎫⎪⎪⎬⎪⎪⎭

= h 1−ϑ
ν
○pK1?p

ϑ
ν
○pK2
(x′, y),

where

ν ∶= (1 − ϑ)λp
1
+ ϑλ

p
2
= (1 − ϑ)voln(K1)pℓ + ϑvoln(K2)pℓ .

Since the support function hK uniquely determines the convex body K, this implies that

(1 − ϑ′) ○p (λ−11 ○K1)?p ϑ′ ○p (λ−12 ○K2) = 1 − ϑ
ν
○pK1 ?p

ϑ

ν
○pK2.

Hence, by Proposition 2.2(v) and Lemma 2.2,

voln ((1 − ϑ′) ○p (λ−11 ○K1)?p ϑ′ ○p (λ−12 ○K2)) = voln (1 − ϑ
ν
○pK1 ?p

ϑ

ν
○pK2)

= ν−ℓ/p voln((1 − ϑ) ○pK1 ?p ϑ ○pK2).
Therefore, it suffices to show that

(2.13) voln ((1 − ϑ′) ○p (λ−11 ○K1)?p ϑ′ ○p (λ−12 ○K2)) ≥ 1.
For any p ≥ 1, we have ((1 − ϑ′)ap + ϑ′bp)1/p ≥ (1 − ϑ′)a + ϑ′b. Hence,

(1 − ϑ′) ○p (λ−11 ○K1)?p ϑ′ ○p (λ−12 ○K2) ⊃ (1 − ϑ′) ○1 (λ−11 ○K1)?1 ϑ
′
○1 (λ−12 ○K2) .
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Therefore, by the monotonicity of volume, (1.4), Lemma 2.2, and the definition of λi, we
obtain

ν−ℓ/p voln((1 − ϑ) ○pK1 ?p ϑ ○pK2) ≥ voln ((1 − ϑ′) ○1 (λ−11 ○K1)?1 ϑ
′
○1 (λ−12 ○K2))

≥ [(1 − ϑ′)voln(λ−11 ○K1)1/ℓ + ϑ′ voln(λ−12 ○K2)1/ℓ]ℓ
= 1.

The result follows. �

2.4. Minkowski’s first inequality for Lp fiber combinations. Let K1,K2 ∈ Kno and p ≥ 1.
In the groundbreaking work [29], Lutwak defined the Lp first mixed volume Vp(K1,K2) to be

Vp(K1,K2) = p
n
lim
ε→0+

voln(K1 +p ε ⋅pK2) − voln(K1)
ε

.

Choosing p = 1 yields the classical first mixed volume. The Lp Minkowski’s first inequality,
also due to Lutwak [29], states that

Vp(K1,K2) ≥ voln(K1)n−pn voln(K2) pn ,
with equality if and only if K1 and K2 are dilates. The case p = 1 is the classical Minkowski’s
first inequality. For more background, we refer the reader to, e.g., [29, 40].

Naturally, this leads us to define the following mixed surface area with respect to the Lp
fiber sum.

Definition 2.5. For complementary subspaces L and M of Rn and p ∈ R ∖ {0}, the Lp fiber
mixed surface area S?p (K1,K2) of K1,K2 ∈ Kno is defined by

(2.14) S?p (K1,K2) ∶= lim
ε→0+

voln(K1 ?p ε ○pK2) − voln(K1)
ε

.

The next result is the Minkowski’s first inequality for the Lp fiber sum.

Theorem 2.6. Let L and M be complementary subspaces of Rn with dimL =∶ ℓ, and let p ≥ 1.
For all K1,K2 ∈ Kno ,
(2.15) S?p (K1,K2) ≥ ℓ

p
⋅ voln(K1) ℓ−pℓ voln(K2)pℓ .

If, furthermore, voln(K1) = voln(K2), then
S?p (K1,K2) ≥ ℓ

p
⋅ voln(K1).

Proof. Inequality (2.15) will be derived from Theorem 2.4 by modifying the standard argu-
ments used to prove the classical Minkowski’s first inequality (see, e.g., [14] or [40]). We
include the details for the reader’s convenience. Substituting ε = t/(1 − t) into (2.14), and
using Proposition 2.2(v) and Lemma 2.2, we derive that

S?p (K1,K2) = lim
t→0+

voln ( 1

1−t
○p [(1 − t) ○pK1 ?p t ○pK2]) − voln(K1)

t/(1 − t)
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= lim
t→0+

(1 − t)−ℓ/p voln ((1 − t) ○pK1 ?p t ○pK2) − voln(K1)
t/(1 − t)

= lim
t→0+

voln ((1 − t) ○pK1 ?p t ○pK2) − (1 − t)ℓ/p voln(K1)
t(1 − t) ℓ−pp

= lim
t→0+

voln((1 − t) ○pK1 ?p t ○pK2) − voln(K1)
t

+ lim
t→0+

[1 − (1 − t)ℓ/p]voln(K1)
t

= lim
t→0+

voln((1 − t) ○pK1 ?p t ○pK2) − voln(K1)
t

+
ℓ

p
⋅ voln(K1).

We now set fp,ℓ(t) ∶= gp,ℓ(t)p/ℓ, where gp,ℓ(t) ∶= voln((1 − t) ○p K1 ?p t ○p K2). The preceding
computation shows that

f ′p,ℓ(0) = d+dt [gp,ℓ(t)p/ℓ]t=0
= p
ℓ
⋅ voln(K1)p−ℓℓ ⋅ lim

t→0+

voln((1 − t) ○pK1 ?p t ○pK2) − voln(K1)
t

= p
ℓ
⋅ voln(K1)p−ℓℓ [S?p (K1,K2) − ℓ

p
⋅ voln(K1)]

= p
ℓ
⋅ voln(K1)p−ℓℓ S?p (K1,K2) − voln(K1)pℓ

= pS
?
p (K1,K2) − ℓvoln(K1)

ℓvoln(K1) ℓ−pℓ .

Note also that fp(0) = voln(K1)p/ℓ and fp(1) = voln(K2)p/ℓ. Thus, the desired inequality (2.15)
is equivalent to f ′p(0) ≥ fp(1) − fp(0). Now Theorem 2.4 says that fp(t) is concave, so the
latter inequality holds true, and hence (2.15) holds true. �

3. Graph combinations of convex bodies

Rather than defining a sum of convex bodies with respect to their fibers, we may instead
define a sum of convex bodies with respect to their overgraphs and undergraphs. Let u ∈ Sn−1
and K ∈ Kno . If f and −g denote the overgraph and undergraph of K, respectively, with respect
to u⊥, then we write K ≈ (f,−g)u.
Definition 3.1. Let u ∈ Sn−1 and a, b ∈ R. Given convex bodies K1,K2 ∈ Kno with K1∣u⊥ =K2∣u⊥
and Ki ≈ (fi,−gi)u, i = 1,2, we define the graph combination a◇uK1|u b◇uK2 by the relation

a ◇uK1|u b ◇uK2 ≈ (af1 + bf2,−(ag1 + bg2))u .
We also define the graph dilation by

a ◇uK1 ≈ (af1,−ag1)u.
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Observe that if K ≈ (f,−g)u, then Ru(K) ≈ (g,−f)u. Hence, Su(K) ≈ (12(f −g),−1

2
(f −g))u,

which implies that

(3.16)
1

2
◇uK |u (−1

2
) ◇u Ru(K) = Su(K).

Also note that 1 ◇uK =K.
Next, we highlight some basic properties of graph combinations of convex bodies.

Proposition 3.2. Let u ∈ Sn−1 and a, b ≥ 0. Let K1,K2 ∈ Kno be such that Ki ≈ (fi,−gi)u,
i = 1,2, and assume that K1∣u⊥ =K2∣u⊥.

(i) (Shadow property) We have

(a ◇uK1|u b ◇uK2)∣u⊥ =K1∣u⊥ =K2∣u⊥.
(ii) (Commutativity) It holds that

K1|uK2 =K2|uK1.

(iii) (Associativity of sum) Let K3 also be a convex body in Kno with K1∣u⊥ =K2∣u⊥ =K3∣u⊥.
Then (K1|uK2)|uK3 =K1|u (K2|uK3).

(iv) (Associativity of dilation) It holds that

ab ◇uK = a ◇u (b ◇uK).
(v) (Distributivity) We have

a ◇u (K1|uK2) = a ◇uK1|u a ◇uK2

and (a + b) ◇uK1 = a ◇uK1|u b ◇uK1.

(vi) (Monotonicity) Let L1,L2 ∈ Kno be such that K1 ⊂ L1 and K2 ⊂ L2. Then

a ◇uK1|u b ◇uK2 ⊂ a ◇u L1|u b ◇u L2.

Proof. Part (i) follows immediately from Definition 3.1. For (ii), we have

K1 ◇uK2 ≈ (f1 + f2,−(g1 + g2))u = (f2 + f1,−(g2 + g1))u =K2 ◇uK1.

Part (iii) is similar. For (iv), we have

(ab) ◇uK1 ≈ ((ab)f,−(ab)g)u = (a(bf),−a(bg))u ≈ a ◇u (b ◇uK1).
Similarly, part (v) follows from Definition 3.1:

a ◇uK1| a ◇uK2 ≈ (af1 + af2,−(ag1 + ag2))u
= (a(f1 + f2),−a(g1 + g2))u ≈ a ◇u (K1|uK2).

The other distributive property in (v) is shown in the same way. Finally, for (vi) note that
for i = 1,2, the condition Ki ⊂ Li implies fi ≤ hi and gi ≤ li, where Li ≈ (hi, li). The result now
follows from Definition 3.1. �
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Remark 3.1. Observe that if a, b ≥ 0 and K1,K2 ∈ Kno satisfy K1∣u⊥ =K2∣u⊥, then
voln(a ◇uK1|u b ◇uK2) = ∫

(a◇uK1|ub◇uK2)∣u⊥
ℓa◇uK1|ub◇uK2

(u;x′)dx′
= ∫

K1∣u⊥
[a(f1(x′) − g1(x′)) + b(f2(x′) − g2(x′))]dx′

= a∫
K1∣u⊥

ℓK1
(u;x′)dx′ + b∫

K2∣u⊥
ℓK2
(u;x′)dx′

= avoln(K1) + bvoln(K2).
The next result shows that the graph sum is a binary operation on Kno .

Theorem 3.3. Let u ∈ Sn−1 and a, b ≥ 0 be given, with a, b not both zero. Suppose that
K1,K2 ∈ Kno satisfy K1∣u⊥ =K2∣u⊥. Then a ◇uK1|u b ◇uK2 ∈ Kno .
Proof. Since K1,K2 ∈ Kno and K1∣u⊥ = K2∣u⊥, the functions f1, f2, g1, g2 are concave on Ki∣u⊥.
Thus, since a, b ≥ 0, the overgraph function af1+bf2 and the undergraph function ag1+bg2 are
concave on Ki∣u⊥. Since (a◇uK1|ub◇uK2)∣u⊥ =Ki∣u⊥, by definition of the graph combination
this implies that a◇uK1|u b◇uK2 is convex. The fact that a◇uK1|u b◇uK2 is compact and
contains the origin in its interior follows from the assumptions that K1,K2 ∈ Kno and a, b ≥ 0
are not both zero, together with the Heine–Borel theorem and the definition of the graph
combination. �

Additionally, the graph sum of two convex polytopes is a convex polytope. More precisely,
we have the following

Proposition 3.4. Let P1, P2 ∈ Kno be polytopes which satisfy P1∣u⊥ = P2∣u⊥. Then for any
a, b ≥ 0, the graph combination a ◇u P1|u b ◇u P2 is a polytope in Rn. If a, b are not both zero,
then a ◇u P1|u b ◇u P2 ∈ Kno .
Proof. Let P1 ≈ (f1,−g1) and P2 ≈ (f2,−g2). Since P1, P2 are convex polytopes, the functions
f1, f2, g1, g2 are piecewise affine and concave on their common domain P1∣u⊥ = P2∣u⊥. Thus,
for any a, b ≥ 0 which are not both zero, the functions af1 + bf2 and ag1 + bg2 are piecewise
affine and concave with the same domain. Since a ◇u P1|u b ◇u P2 ≈ (af1 + bf2,−(ag1 + bg2))u
and (a ◇u P1 |u b ◇u P2)∣u⊥ = P1∣u⊥, this implies that a ◇u P1 |u b ◇u P2 is a polytope in Rn.
If a, b are not both zero, then a ◇u P1|u b ◇u P2 contains the origin in its interior, and hence
a ◇u P1|u b ◇u P2 ∈ Kno . �

3.1. General affine surface areas of graph combinations. In this subsection, we show
that the general Lφ (respectively, Lψ) affine surface areas are concave (respectively, convex)
with respect to the graph sum. These inequalities generalize fundamental results due to Ye [49]
on the monotone behavior of the general affine surface areas under Steiner symmetrizations.
To formulate and prove our results, we will need a few more ingredients.

For a (smooth enough) function f ∶ Rn−1
→ R, we set ⟨f(x)⟩ ∶= f(x)− ⟨x,∇f(x)⟩, where ∇f

is the gradient of f . Note that for any two (smooth enough) functions f, g ∶ Rn−1
→ R and all
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a, b ∈ R, we have ⟨af(x) + bg(x)⟩ = a⟨f(x)⟩ + b⟨g(x)⟩. The Hessian matrix of f(x) is denoted
by Hess(f(x)), and we use det(T ) to denote the determinant of a linear transformation T .

Let Conc(0,∞) denote the class of functions φ ∶ (0,∞) → (0,∞) such that either φ is a

nonzero constant function or φ is concave with limt→0+ φ(t) = 0 and limt→∞
φ(t)
t
= 0, and set

φ(0) = 0. For K ∈ Kno , the Lφ affine surface area asφ(K) of K is defined by

(3.17) asφ(K) = ∫
∂K
φ( κK(x)⟨x,NK(x)⟩n+1) ⟨x,NK(x)⟩dSK(x),

provided the integral exists. Here ∂K denotes the boundary of K, κK(x) is the Gaussian
curvature of K at x ∈ ∂K, NK(x) is outer unit normal at x and SK is the classical surface
area measure of K.

The Lφ affine surface area originated in valuation theory, where it was used to prove a
fundamental result on the classification of upper semicontinuous SL(n)-invariant valuations
on Kno . More specifically, Ludwig and Reitzner [28] proved that a functional Φ ∶ Kno → R is
an upper semicontinuous, SL(n)-invariant valuation which vanishes on polytopes if and only
if there exists a concave function φ ∶ [0,∞) → [0,∞) with limt→0+ φ(t) = limt→∞ φ(t)/t = 0
such that Φ(K) = asφ(K). Here the upper semicontinuity of the Lφ affine surface area means
that for every sequence of convex bodies {Ki}∞i=1 ⊂ Kno which converges to K in the Hausdorff
metric, we have

limsup
i→∞

asφ(Ki) ≤ asφ(K).
The next result is due to Ye [49]. It connects the Lφ affine surface area of a convex body

to its overgraph and undergraph.

Lemma 3.1. [49, Lemma 2.1] Let K ∈ Kno . For all φ ∈ Conc(0,∞), it holds that
asφ(K) = ∫

K ∣e⊥n
{φ(∣det(Hess(fen(x′)))∣⟨fen(x′)⟩n+1 ) ⟨fen(x′)⟩ + φ(∣det(Hess(gen(x′)))∣⟨gen(x′)⟩n+1 ) ⟨gen(x′)⟩} dx′.

Let Conv(0,∞) denote the class of functions ψ ∶ (0,∞) → (0,∞) such that either ψ is a
nonzero constant function, or ψ is convex with limt→0+ ψ(t) =∞ and limt→∞ ψ(t) = 0 (in this
case, we set ψ(0) =∞). For a convex body K ∈ Kno and ψ ∈ Conv(0,∞), the Lψ affine surface
area asψ(K) was defined by Ludwig [27] to be

asψ(K) = ∫
∂K
ψ ( κK(x)⟨x,NK(x)⟩n+1) ⟨x,NK(x)⟩dSK(x),

provided the integral exists. Ludwig [27, Theorem 6] proved that if ψ ∈ Conv(0,∞), then the
Lψ affine surface area is lower semicontinuous, that is, for every sequence of convex bodies{Ki}∞i=1 ⊂ Kno converging to K in the Hausdorff metric,

lim inf
i→∞

asψ(Ki) ≥ asψ(K).
The following result is also due to Ye [49].
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Lemma 3.2. [49, Lemma 2.2] For every K ∈ Kno which has positive Gaussian curvature
almost everywhere and every ψ ∈ Conv(0,∞), it holds that
asψ(K) = ∫

K ∣e⊥n
{ψ (∣det(Hess(fen(x′)))∣⟨fen(x′)⟩n+1 )⟨fen(x′)⟩ + ψ (∣det(Hess(gen(x′)))∣⟨gen(x′)⟩n+1 ) ⟨gen(x′)⟩} dx′.

For more background on the general affine surface areas and their numerous applications,
we refer the reader to, for example, [2, 3, 10, 16, 19, 22, 23, 25, 28, 30, 36, 41, 44–48, 50–52].

The next lemma is a general form of Minkowski’s determinant inequality (see, for example,
[9, Lemma 8.C.1]).

Lemma 3.3. Let A and B be two k × k symmetric, positive semidefinite matrices. Then for
any a, b ≥ 0 which are not both zero and all m ≥ k,

det(aA + bB) 1

m ≥ (a + b) k
m
−1 (adet(A) 1

m + bdet(B) 1

m ) .
If A and B are positive definite, then equality holds if and only if A = B.

Proof. We adapt the proof of Lemma 8.C.1 in [9]. We may assume that m = k, and that
A = (aij) and B = (bij) are positive definite, and hence are diagonal matrices with positive
eigenvalues. We first show that for any λ ∈ [0,1],

λdet(A) 1

m + (1 − λ)det(B) 1

m = λ( m∏
i=1
aii)

1

m

+ (1 − λ)( m∏
i=1
bii)

1

m

≤ ( m∏
i=1
(λaii + (1 − λ)bii))

1

m

= det(λA + (1 − λ)B) 1

m .(3.18)

By the AM-GM inequality,

λ( m∏
i=1

aii

λaii + (1 − λ)bii)
1

m

+ (1 − λ)( m∏
i=1

bii

λaii + (1 − λ)bii)
1

m

≤ λ
m

m

∑
i=1

aii

λaii + (1 − λ)bii +
1 − λ

m

m

∑
i=1

bii

λaii + (1 − λ)bii = 1.
This proves (3.18).

For the general case, let λ = a/(a + b). Since a, b ≥ 0 are not both zero, we have λ ∈ [0,1].
Thus, by (3.18) we get

det(aA + bB) 1

m = det((a + b)( a

a + b
A +

b

a + b
B))

1

m

= (a + b) k
m det( a

a + b
A +

b

a + b
B)

1

m

≥ (a + b) k
m ( a

a + b
det(A) 1

m +
b

a + b
det(B) 1

m)
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= (a + b) k
m
−1 (adet(A) 1

m + bdet(B) 1

m ) .
�

3.1.1. Results for the Lφ general affine surface areas. The main result of this section is the
following concavity property of the Lφ surface area with respect to the graph sum.

Theorem 3.5. Let φ ∈ Conc(0,∞) and a, b ≥ 0, with a, b not both zero. Suppose that the
function G(t) = φ(tn+1) is concave for t ∈ (0,∞). Let K1,K2 ∈ Kno be such that K1∣e⊥n =K2∣e⊥n.
Then we have

asφ (a ◇uK1|u b ◇uK2) ≥ a

a + b
⋅ asφ((a + b) ◇uK1) + b

a + b
⋅ asφ((a + b) ◇uK2).

Proof. The argument follows along the same lines as Ye’s original proof of [49, Theorem
3.5]. To begin, recall that asφ is affine invariant, i.e., for all linear transformations T with∣det(T )∣ = 1, we have asφ(TK) = asφ(K). Thus, without loss of generality, we may assume
that u = en.

For i = 1,2, let Ki ≈ (fi,−gi)en. For x′ ∈K1∣e⊥n =K2∣e⊥n, denote by

f̃en(x′) ∶= af1(x′) + bf2(x′)
g̃en(x′) ∶= ag1(x′) + bg2(x′)

the overgraph and undergraph functions of a ◇en K1 |en b ◇en K2, respectively. Note that⟨f̃en(x)⟩ = a⟨f1(x)⟩ + b⟨f2(x)⟩ and ⟨g̃en(x)⟩ = a⟨g1(x)⟩ + b⟨g2(x)⟩. By Lemma 3.3, for almost
all x′ ∈K1∣e⊥n,
∣det (Hess(f̃en(x′)))∣ 1

n+1 = ∣adet (Hess(f1(x′)) + bHess(f2(x′)))∣ 1

n+1

≥ (a + b)− 2

n+1 [a ∣det (Hess(f1(x′)))∣ 1

n+1 + b ∣det (Hess(f2(x′)))∣ 1

n+1 ] .(3.19)

Hence,
(3.20)

φ(∣det(Hess(f̃en(x′)))∣⟨f̃en(x′)⟩n+1 ) = G(∣det(Hess(f̃en(x′)))∣
1

n+1

⟨f̃en(x′)⟩ ) = G(∣det(Hess(f̃en(x′)))∣
1

n+1

a⟨f1(x′)⟩ + b⟨f2(x′)⟩ ) .
Since φ is an increasing function on (0,∞), so too is G. Thus, by (3.20) and (3.19) we get

φ(∣det(Hess(f̃en(x′)))∣⟨f̃en(x′)⟩n+1 ) ≥ G⎛⎜⎝
(a + b)− 2

n+1 [a ∣det(Hess(f1(x′)))∣ 1

n+1 + b ∣det(Hess(f2(x′)))∣ 1

n+1 ]
a⟨f1(x′)⟩ + b⟨f2(x′)⟩

⎞⎟⎠
≥ a⟨f1(x′)⟩
a⟨f1(x′)⟩ + b⟨f2(x′)⟩ ⋅G(

(a + b)− 2

n+1 ∣det(Hess(f1(x′)))∣ 1

n+1

⟨f1(x′)⟩ )
+

b⟨f2(x′)⟩
a⟨f1(x′)⟩ + b⟨f2(x′)⟩ ⋅G(

(a + b)− 2

n+1 ∣det(Hess(f2(x′)))∣ 1

n+1

⟨f2(x′)⟩ )
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= a⟨f1(x′)⟩
a⟨f1(x′)⟩ + b⟨f2(x′)⟩ ⋅G(

∣det(Hess((a + b)f1(x′)))∣ 1

n+1

⟨(a + b)f1(x′)⟩ )
+

b⟨f2(x′)⟩
a⟨f1(x′)⟩ + b⟨f2(x′)⟩ ⋅G(

∣det(Hess((a + b)f2(x′)))∣ 1

n+1

⟨(a + b)f2(x′)⟩ ) .
In the second inequality, we used the concavity of G(t) on (0,∞). Similarly,

φ(∣det(Hess(g̃en(x′)))∣⟨g̃en(x′)⟩n+1 ) ≥ a⟨g1(x′)⟩
a⟨g1(x′)⟩ + b⟨g2(x′)⟩ ⋅G(

∣det(Hess((a + b)g1(x′)))∣ 1

n+1

⟨(a + b)g1(x′)⟩ )
+

b⟨g2(x′)⟩
a⟨g1(x′)⟩ + b⟨g2(x′)⟩ ⋅G(

∣det(Hess((a + b)g2(x′)))∣ 1

n+1

⟨(a + b)g2(x′)⟩ ) .
Therefore, using also Lemma 3.1 and Proposition 4.2(i), we obtain

asφ (a ◇en K1|en b ◇en K2)
= ∫

(a◇enK1|enb◇enK2)∣e⊥n
[φ(∣det(Hess(f̃en(x′)))∣⟨f̃en(x′)⟩n+1 ) ⟨f̃en(x′)⟩ + φ(∣det(Hess(g̃en(x′)))∣⟨g̃en(x′)⟩n+1 ) ⟨g̃en(x′)⟩]dx′

= ∫
(K1∣e⊥n)∩(K2∣e⊥n)

φ(∣det(Hess(f̃en(x′)))∣⟨f̃en(x′)⟩n+1 ) ⟨f̃en(x′)⟩dx′

+ ∫
(K1∣e⊥n)∩(K2∣e⊥n)

φ(∣det(Hess(g̃en(x′)))∣⟨g̃en(x′)⟩n+1 ) ⟨g̃en(x′)⟩dx′

≥ a∫
(K1∣e⊥n)∩(K2∣e⊥n)

[⟨f1(x′)⟩ ⋅G(∣det(Hess((a + b)f1(x′)))∣
1

n+1

⟨(a + b)f1(x′)⟩ )
+ ⟨g1(x′)⟩ ⋅G(∣det(Hess((a + b)g1(x′)))∣

1

n+1

⟨(a + b)g1(x′)⟩ ) ]dx′

+ b∫
(K1∣e⊥n)∩(K2∣e⊥n)

[⟨f2(x′)⟩ ⋅G(∣det(Hess((a + b)f2(x′)))∣
1

n+1

⟨(a + b)f2(x′)⟩ )
+ ⟨g2(x′)⟩ ⋅G(∣det(Hess((a + b)g2(x′)))∣

1

n+1

⟨(a + b)g2(x′)⟩ ) ]dx′
= a

a + b
⋅ asφ((a + b) ◇en K1) + b

a + b
⋅ asφ((a + b) ◇en K2).

�

In the special case a + b = 1, we obtain the following

Corollary 3.1. Let φ ∈ Conc(0,∞) and λ ∈ [0,1] be given. Suppose that the function G(t) =
φ(tn+1) is concave for t ∈ (0,∞). Let K1,K2 ∈ Kno be such that K1∣e⊥n =K2∣e⊥n. Then we have

asφ(λ ◇en K1|en (1 − λ) ◇en K2) ≥ λasφ(K1) + (1 − λ)asφ(K2).
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Remark 3.2. Let K ∈ Kno and φ ∈ Conc(0,∞), and suppose that the function G(t) = φ(tn+1)
is concave for t ∈ (0,∞). Ye [49, Theorem 3.5] proved that the Lφ affine surface area is
monotone with respect to Steiner symmetrization:

asφ(K) ≤ asφ(Sen(K)).
Recalling that 1

2
◇enK|en

1

2
◇enRen(K) = Sen(K), we see that Theorem 3.5 extends [49, Theorem

3.5] from the Steiner symmetral of a single convex body to the graph sum of two convex bodies.

A convex body K ∈ Kno is said to have curvature function fK ∶ Sn−1 → R if

V (L,K, . . . ,K´¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¸¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¶
n−1

) = 1

n
∫
Sn−1

hL(u)fK(u)dσ(u),

where V (L,K, . . . ,K) is the mixed volume and σ is the classical spherical measure on Sn−1. If
K ∈ Kno has curvature function fK ∶ Sn−1 → R and φ ∈ Conc(0,∞), then the L∗

φ
affine surface

area as∗φ(K) (see [27]) has the form

as∗φ(K) = ∫
Sn−1

φ(f−n(K,u))hK(u)−n dσ(u),
where f−n(K,u) = hK(u)n+1fK(u) is the Lp curvature function of K (see [30]) for p = −n.
Ludwig [27] proved that if K ∈ Kno has a curvature function, then

(3.21) as∗φ(K) = asφ(K○),
where K○ = {x ∈ Rn ∶ ⟨x, y⟩ ≤ 1, ∀y ∈ K} is the polar body of K. For ψ ∈ Conv(0,∞), the
corresponding formulation and result holds for the L∗ψ affine surface area as∗ψ(K) as well [27].
We thus obtain the following

Corollary 3.2. Let φ ∈ Conc(0,∞) be given. Let K1,K2 ∈ Kno be convex bodies with curvature
functions and which satisfy K1∣e⊥n = K2∣e⊥n. If the function G(t) = φ(tn+1) is concave for
t ∈ (0,∞), then for every λ ∈ [0,1] we have

λas∗φ(K1) + (1 − λ)as∗φ(K2) ≤ as∗φ([λ ◇en K○1 |en (1 − λ) ◇en K○2]○).
Remark 3.3. Let φ ∈ Conc(0,∞) and suppose that G(t) = φ(tn+1) is concave for t ∈ (0,∞).
Ye [49, Corollary 3.6] proved that for every K ∈ Kno with a curvature function and for which[Sen(K○)]○ has a curvature function, we have

as∗φ(K) ≤ as∗φ ([Sen(K○)]○) .
Thus, in the special case K2 = Ren(K1) and λ = 1/2, Corollary 3.2 reduces to [49, Corollary
3.6].
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3.1.2. Results for the Lψ general affine surface areas. In the case of the Lψ general affine
surface areas, we deduce the following results. Their proofs follow in completely analogous
fashion to those for the Lφ general surface areas in the results above, and hence are omitted.

Theorem 3.6. Let ψ ∈ Conv(0,∞) and a, b ≥ 0, with a, b not both zero. Suppose that the
function G(t) = ψ(tn+1) is convex for t ∈ (0,∞). Let K1,K2 ∈ Kno be such that K1∣e⊥n = K2∣e⊥n,
and assume that K1,K2 have positive Gaussian curvature almost everywhere. Then

asψ (a ◇en K1|en b ◇en K2) ≤ a

a + b
⋅ asψ((a + b) ◇en K1) + b

a + b
⋅ asψ((a + b) ◇en K2).

In the special case a + b = 1, we obtain the following

Corollary 3.3. Let ψ ∈ Conv(0,∞) and λ ∈ [0,1] be given. Suppose that the function G(t) =
ψ(tn+1) is convex for t ∈ (0,∞). Let K1,K2 ∈ Kno be such that K1∣e⊥n =K2∣e⊥n, and assume that
K1,K2 have positive Gaussian curvature almost everywhere. Then we have

asψ(λ ◇en K1|en (1 − λ) ◇en K2) ≤ λasψ(K1) + (1 − λ)asψ(K2).
Remark 3.4. Let K ∈ Kno and ψ ∈ Conv(0,∞), and suppose that the function G(t) = φ(tn+1) is
convex for t ∈ (0,∞). Ye [49, Theorem 3.10] proved that if K has positive Gaussian curvature
almost everywhere, then

asψ(K) ≥ asψ(Sen(K)).
Again recalling that 1

2
◇enK|en

1

2
◇enRen(K1) = Sen(K), we see that Corollary 3.3 extends [49,

Theorem 3.10] from the case of the Steiner symmetral of a single convex body to the graph
sum of two convex bodies.

Corollary 3.4. Let ψ ∈ Conv(0,∞) be given. Let K1,K2 ∈ Kno be convex bodies with curvature
functions and which satisfy K1∣e⊥n = K2∣e⊥n. If the function G(t) = ψ(tn+1) is convex for
t ∈ (0,∞), then

λas∗ψ(K1) + (1 − λ)as∗ψ(K2) ≥ as∗ψ([λ ◇en K○1 |en (1 − λ) ◇en K○2]○).
Remark 3.5. Let ψ ∈ Conv(0,∞) and suppose that G(t) = ψ(tn+1) is convex for t ∈ (0,∞).
Ye [49, Corollary 3.11] proved that for every K ∈ Kno with a curvature function and for which[Sen(K○)]○ has a curvature function, we have

as∗ψ(K) ≥ as∗ψ ([Sen(K○)]○) .
Thus, in the special case K2 = Ren(K1), Corollary 3.4 reduces to [49, Corollary 3.11].

3.2. Minkowski’s first inequality for the Lp affine surface area of a graph sum. For
K ∈ Kno and p ≠ −n, the Lp affine surface area asp(K) is defined by

(3.22) asp(K) = ∫
∂K

κK(x) p

n+p

⟨x,NK(x)⟩n(p−1)n+p

dµ∂K(x),
provided the integral exists. The Lp affine surface area is a key affine invariant in the Lp
Brunn–Minkowski theory. It was introduced by Lutwak [30] for p > 1, and by Schütt and
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Werner [41] for p < 1. In the special case p = 1, as1 is the classical affine surface area, originally
due to Blaschke [6] for sufficiently smooth convex bodies. In addition to its fundamental
importance in affine differential geometry, the classical affine surface area has found numerous
applications, including to, e.g., valuation theory [2,3] and the approximation of convex bodies
by polytopes [7, 17, 26]. It was also studied in the affine plateau problem, solved in R3 by
Trudinger and Wang [42].

The Lp affine surface area is invariant under affine transformations, and is homogeneous of
degree n(n − p)/(n + p), that is,

∀t > 0, asp(tK) = tn(n−p)n+p asp(K).
We remark also that the Lp affine surface area itself has found numerous applications, including
to, e.g., the information theory of convex bodies [24, 37, 41, 45] and Lp affine isoperimetric
inequalities [31, 46, 47].

Given u ∈ Sn−1 and any K1,K2 ∈ Kno satisfying K1∣u⊥ =K2∣u⊥, we set

(3.23) S|u,p(K1,K2) ∶= lim
ε→0+

asp(K1|u ε ◇uK2) − asp(K1)
ε

.

The homogeneity of the Lp affine surface area allows us to deduce the following Minkowski’s
first inequality for a graph combination of convex bodies.

Theorem 3.7. Let p ∈ (0,1). For all K1,K2 ∈ Kno satisfying K1∣u⊥ =K2∣u⊥, we have

(3.24) S|u,p(K1,K2) ≥ asp(K2) + (n − p)(n − 1)
n + p

asp(K1).
If, furthermore, asp(K1) = asp(K2) > 0, then

S|u,p(K1,K2) ≥ n(n − p)
n + p

⋅ asp(K1).
If p ∈ (−n,0) and K1,K2 have positive curvature almost everywhere, then the previous inequal-
ities reverse.

Proof. Let p ∈ (0,1), and for t ∈ (0,∞), set φp(t) ∶= t p

n+p . Note that φp ∈ Conc(0,∞). Since
0 < (np + p)/(n + p) < 1, the function Gp(t) = φp(tn+1) is strictly concave for t ∈ (0,∞). Thus,
the hypotheses of Theorem 3.5 are satisfied by φp.

Next, we again adapt the standard arguments to prove the Minkowski’s first inequality,
modified for the setting of the graph sum. Substituting ε = t/(1 − t) into (3.23), and using
Proposition 3.2 and the homogeneity of the Lp affine surface area, we derive that

S|u,p(K1,K2) = lim
t→0+

asp ( 1

1−t
◇u [(1 − t) ◇uK1|u t ◇uK2]) − asp(K1)

t/(1 − t)
= lim
t→0+

(1 − t)−n(n−p)
n+p asp ((1 − t) ◇uK1|u t ◇uK2) − asp(K1)

t/(1 − t)
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= lim
t→0+

asp ((1 − t) ◇uK1|u t ◇uK2) − (1 − t)n(n−p)n+p asp(K1)
t(1 − t) (n−p)(n−1)n+p

= lim
t→0+

asp((1 − t) ◇uK1|u t ◇uK2) − asp(K1)
t

+ lim
t→0+

[1 − (1 − t)n(n−p)n+p ] asp(K1)
t

= lim
t→0+

asp((1 − t) ◇uK1|u t ◇uK2) − asp(K1)
t

+
n(n − p)
n + p

⋅ asp(K1).
We now set fp(t) ∶= asp((1−t)◇uK1|ut◇uK2). Note that fp(0) = asp(K1) and fp(1) = asp(K2).
The desired inequality (3.24) is equivalent to f ′p(0) ≥ f ′p(1) − f ′p(0), and this latter inequality
holds by Theorem 3.5. Therefore,

S|u,p(K1,K2) − n(n − p)
n + p

⋅ asp(K1) ≥ asp(K2) − asp(K1),
which is equivalent to (3.24). The result follows for the case p ∈ (0,1).

In the case p ∈ (−n,0), for t ∈ (0,∞) we set ψp(t) ∶= t p

n+p , and note that ψp ∈ Conv(0,∞).
Since (np + p)/(n + p) < 0, the function Gp(t) = ψp(tn+1) is convex on (0,∞). Thus, the
hypotheses of Theorem 3.6 are satisfied, and the rest of the proof follows in the same way as
before. �

4. Lp chord combinations of convex bodies

Recall that for a, b, s, t > 0 and p ∈ [−∞,+∞], the p-means M
(a,b)
p (s, t) are defined by

(4.25) M
(a,b)
p (s, t) =

⎧⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎩

(asp + btp)1/p, if p ∈ R ∖ {0};
satb, if p = 0;
min{s, t}, if p = −∞;

max{s, t}, if p = +∞.
The main concept of this section is the following

Definition 4.1. Let K1 and K2 be convex bodies in Rn, a, b > 0, p ∈ [−∞,+∞], and u ∈ Sn−1.
The Lp chord combination a⊙u,pK1 ⊕u,p b⊙u,pK2 is defined so that the chord (a⊙u,pK1 ⊕u,p

b⊙u,pK2) ∩ (x′ +Ru) in the direction u and passing through x′ ∈ u⊥ has length

ℓa⊙u,pK1⊕u,pb⊙u,pK2
(u;x′) =M (a,b)

p (ℓK1
(u;x′), ℓK2

(u;x′))
and is bisected by u⊥. The Lp chord dilation a⊙u,pK1 is defined so that the chord (a⊙u,pK1)∩(x′ +Ru) has length

ℓa⊙u,pK1
(u;x′) = a1/pℓK1

(u;x′)
and is bisected by u⊥.
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Put another way,

a⊙u,pK1 ⊕u,p b⊙u,pK2

∶= {x′ + tu ∶ x′ ∈ u⊥,−1
2
M
(a,b)
p (ℓK1

(u;x′), ℓK2
(u;x′)) ≤ t ≤ 1

2
M
(a,b)
p (ℓK1

(u;x′), ℓK2
(u;x′))}.

Thus, by construction, the Lp chord combination and dilation are symmetric about u⊥. In
the special case p = 1, we write ⊕u ∶= ⊕u,1 and ⊙u ∶= ⊙u,1. We also denote K1 ⊕u,p K2 ∶=
1⊙u,pK1⊕u,p 1⊙u,pK2. In particular, choosing p = 1, a = λ ∈ (0,1), b = 1−λ and K1 =K2 =K,
we recover the classical Steiner symmetral of a convex body K with respect to u⊥:

(4.26) Su(K) = λ⊙u,1K ⊕u,1 (1 − λ)⊙u,1K.
One may also obtain the Steiner symmetral by replacing an instance (or two) of K by Ru(K)
in (4.26).

Using the convention 1/(±∞) = 0, we have a ⊙u,±∞ K = K + tu for some t ∈ R. Since
K1∣u⊥ = K2∣u⊥, we also have K1 ⊕u,−∞K2 = (K1 ∩K2) + su and K1 ⊕u,−∞K2 = (K1 ∪K2) + tu
for some s, t ∈ R.
4.1. Properties of Lp chord combinations. Next, we highlight some basic properties of
Lp chord combinations of convex bodies.

Proposition 4.2. Let K1,K2 ∈ Kno , p ∈ [−∞,+∞], u ∈ Sn−1 and a, b > 0.
(i) (Shadow property) We have

(a⊙u,pK1 ⊕u,p b⊙u,pK2)∣u⊥ = (K1∣u⊥) ∩ (K2∣u⊥).
(ii) (Commutativity) It holds that

K1 ⊕u,pK2 =K2 ⊕u,pK1.

(iii) (Associativity of sum) Let K3 also be a convex body in Kno . Then

(K1 ⊕u,pK2)⊕u,pK3 =K1 ⊕u,p (K2 ⊕u,pK3).
(iv) (Associativity of dilation) It holds that

(ab)⊙u,pK = a⊙u,p (b⊙u,pK).
(v) (Distributivity) We have

a⊙u,p (K1 ⊕u,pK2) = a⊙u,pK1 ⊕u,p a⊙u,pK2

and

(a + b)⊙u,pK1 = a⊙u,pK1 ⊕u,p b⊙u,pK1.

(vi) (Monotonicity) Let L1,L2 ∈ Kno be such that K1 ⊂ L1 and K2 ⊂ L2. Then for every
a, b > 0, we have

a⊙u,pK1 ⊕u,p b⊙u,pK2 ⊂ a⊙u,p L1 ⊕u,p b⊙u,p L2.
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Proof. Part (i) follows immediately from Definition 4.1. Property (ii) also follows directly

from Definition 4.1 and the commutativity of the p-means (4.25): M
(a,b)
p (s, t) = M (b,a)

p (t, s).
To prove (iii), note that for any x′ ∈ u⊥ we have

1

2
ℓ(K1⊕u,pK2)⊕u,pK3

(u;x′) =M (1,1)
p (ℓK1⊕u,pK2

(u;x′), ℓK3
(u;x′))

=M (1,1)
p (ℓK1

(u;x′), ℓK2⊕u,pK3
(u;x′))

= 1
2
ℓK1⊕u,p(K2⊕u,pK3)(u;x′).

Since x′ was arbitrary and the Lp chord sum is symmetric about u⊥, the claim follows.
To prove (iv), note that ab⊙uK = a⊙u (b⊙uK) and hence

(ab)⊙u,pK = (ab) 1p ⊙uK = a 1

p b
1

p ⊙uK = a 1

p ⊙u (b 1

p ⊙uK) = a⊙u,p (b⊙u,pK).
For p = 0, we have

ℓ(ab)○0,uK(u;x′) = ℓK(u;x′)ab = (ℓK(u;x′)b)a = ℓb○0,uK(u;x′)a = ℓa○0,u(b○0,uK)(u;x′).
Now invoke the symmetry of the Lp chord combination about u⊥. The cases p = ±∞ are trivial.

For (v), assume first that p ∈ R ∖ {0}. Then we have

1

2
ℓa⊙u,p(K1⊕u,pK2)(u;x′) = 1

2
a

1

p ℓK1⊕u,pK2
(u;x′)

= a 1

pM
(1,1)
p (ℓK1

(u;x′), ℓK2
(u;x′))

=M (a,a)
p (ℓK1

(u;x′), ℓK2
(u;x′))

= 1

2
ℓa⊙u,pK1⊕u,pa⊙u,pK2

(u;x′).
Now, using this relation and the symmetry of each Lp chord combination about u⊥, we obtain
the desired identity. The special cases p = 0,±∞ follow along the same lines. The second
identity in (v) is established in a similar way.

For (vi), since Ki ⊂ Li, for every x′ ∈ u⊥ we have

ℓKi
(u;x′) ≤ ℓLi

(u;x′) for i = 1,2.
Hence, for all a, b > 0 and all p ∈ [−∞,+∞], we have

M
(a,b)
p (ℓK1

(u;x′), ℓK2
(u;x′)) ≤M (a,b)

p (ℓL1
(u;x′), ℓL2

(u;x′)).
The conclusion now follows from Definition 4.1. �

The next result states that the Lp chord combination is a binary operation on Kno when
0 < p ≤ 1.
Theorem 4.3. Let p ∈ (0,1] and u ∈ Sn−1 be given. Then for all K1,K2 ∈ Kno with K1∣u⊥ =
K2∣u⊥ and all a, b > 0, we have a⊙u,pK1 ⊕u,p b⊙u,pK2 ∈ Kno .

We will use the following lemma.
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Lemma 4.1. Let K ∈ Kno and u ∈ Sn−1. For any λ ∈ [0,1] and any x1, x2 ∈K ∣u⊥, we have

(4.27) ℓK(u;λx1 + (1 − λ)x2) ≥ λℓK(u;x1) + (1 − λ)ℓK(u;x2).
Proof. We begin by showing that for any x1, x2 ∈K ∣u⊥ and any λ ∈ [0,1], we have

(4.28) K ∩ [λx1 + (1 − λ)x2 +Ru] ⊃ λ [K ∩ (x1 +Ru)] + (1 − λ) [K ∩ (x2 +Ru)] .
Let x be an element of the right-hand side of (4.28). Then x = y+z, where y ∈ λ[K∩(x1+Ru)]
and z ∈ (1−λ)[K ∩ (x2 +Ru)]. Hence y = λ(x1 + su) and z = (1−λ)(x2 + tu) for some s, t ∈ R,
where x1 + su,x2 + tu ∈K. Therefore,

x = y + z = λx1 + (1 − λ)x2 + [λs + (1 − λ)t]u ∈ λx1 + (1 − λ)x2 +Ru,
and, since K is convex,

x = y + z = λ(x1 + su) + (1 − λ)(x2 + tu) ∈K.
Thus, x is an element of the left-hand side of (4.28). This proves (4.28).

By (4.28), the monotonicity of vol1, the Brunn–Minkowski inequality, and the homogeneity
of vol1, we obtain

ℓK(u;λx1 + (1 − λ)x2) = vol1 (K ∩ [λx1 + (1 − λ)x2 +Ru])
≥ vol1 (λ[K ∩ (x1 +Ru)] + (1 − λ)[K ∩ (x2 +Ru)])
≥ vol1 (λ[K ∩ (x1 +Ru)]) + vol1 ((1 − λ)[K ∩ (x2 +Ru)])
= λvol1 (K ∩ (x1 +Ru)) + (1 − λ)vol1 (K ∩ (x2 +Ru))
= λℓK(u;x1) + (1 − λ)ℓK(u;x2).

�

Proof of Theorem 4.3. In view of the Heine–Borel theorem, it is clear that the compactness
of K1 and K2 implies the compactness of a⊙u,pK1 ⊕u,p b⊙u,pK2. Moreover, the fact that K1

and K2 contain the origin in their interiors implies that a ⊙u,pK1 ⊕u,p b ⊙u,pK2 contains the
origin in its interior. Thus, it remains to prove that a ⊙u,p K1 ⊕u,p b ⊙u,p K2 is convex when
p ∈ (0,1].

Let (x′
1
, t1), (x′2, t2) ∈ a⊙u,pK1 ⊕u,p b⊙u,pK2. Then:

(i) x′
1
, x′

2
∈K1∣u⊥ =K2∣u⊥;

(ii) −1

2
M
(a,b)
p (ℓK1

(u;x′i), ℓK2
(u;x′i)) ≤ ti ≤ 1

2
M
(a,b)
p (ℓK1

(u;x′i), ℓK2
(u;x′i)), i = 1,2.

Let λ ∈ [0,1] and consider the convex combination

λ(x′1, t1) + (1 − λ)(x′2, t2) = (λx′1 + (1 − λ)x′2´¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¸¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¶
=∶x′

λ

, λt1 + (1 − λ)t2´¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¸¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¶
=∶tλ

) = (x′λ, tλ).

Then we have:

(i)’ By (i) and the convexity of (K1∣u⊥)∩ (K2∣u⊥), we have x′λ ∈ (K1∣u⊥)∩ (K2∣u⊥) =Ki∣u⊥
for i = 1,2.
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(ii)’ Using (ii), Minkowski’s inequality for sums and Lemma 4.1, we derive

tλ = λt1 + (1 − λ)t2
≤ 1
2
λM

(a,b)
p (ℓK1

(u;x′1), ℓK2
(u;x′1)) + 12(1 − λ)M (a,b)

p (ℓK1
(u;x′2), ℓK2

(u;x′2))
= [(1

2
a

1

pλℓK1
(u;x′1))

p

+ (1
2
b

1

pλℓK2
(u;x′1))

p]
1

p

+ [(1
2
a

1

p (1 − λ)ℓK1
(u;x′2))

p

+ (1
2
b

1

p (1 − λ)ℓK2
(u;x′2))

p]
1

p

≤ [ a
2p
(λℓK1

(u;x′1) + (1 − λ)ℓK1
(u;x′2))p + b

2p
(λℓK2

(u;x′1) + (1 − λ)ℓK2
(u;x′2))p]

1

p

≤ 1
2
[aℓK1

(u;x′λ)p + bℓK2
(u;x′λ)p] 1p

= 1
2
M
(a,b)
p (ℓK1

(u;x′λ), ℓK2
(u;x′λ)).

The inequality tλ ≥ −1

2
M
(a,b)
p (ℓK1

(u;x′λ), ℓK2
(u;x′λ)) is handled similarly.

By (i)’ and (ii)’, we have (x′λ, tλ) ∈ a⊙u,pK1 ⊕u,p b⊙u,pK2. The result follows. �

Remark 4.1. If p > 1, then the Lp chord sum K1 ⊕u,pK2 need not be convex. To illustrate,
consider the following example in R2. Let K1 = [−1,1] × [−1,1] and K2 = conv{±e1,±e2}.
Then K1∣e⊥2 = K2∣e⊥2 = conv{±e1}, which we write as [−1,1]. For every x′ ∈ [0,1], we have
ℓK1
(e2;x′) = 2 and ℓK2

(e2;x′) = 2(1 − x′). For every x′ ∈ [−1,0], we have ℓK1
(e2;x′) = 2 and

ℓK2
(e2;x′) = 2(1 + x′). Thus, K1 ⊕e2,pK2 has overgraph

fK1⊕e2,p
K2
(x′) = ⎧⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎩

[1 + (1 − x′)p]1/p , if x′ ∈ [0,1];
[1 + (1 + x′)p]1/p , if x′ ∈ [−1,0].

Note that this function is not concave on [−1,1]. Hence, in this example, K1 ⊕e2,pK2 is not
convex if p > 1. This example also shows that if p ≠ 1, then the Lp chord sum of two convex
polytopes need not be a convex polytope.

4.2. Brunn–Minkowski-type inequalities for Lp chord sums of convex bodies. The
main result of this section is the following Brunn–Minkowski-type inequality for Lp chord
combinations of convex bodies.

Theorem 4.4. Let K1,K2 ∈ Kno , u ∈ Sn−1 and a, b > 0. For i = 1,2 and x′ ∈ (K1∣u⊥)∩ (K2∣u⊥),
set fu,i(x′) ∶= sup{t ∈ R ∶ x′ + tu ∈Ki}, gu,i(x′) ∶= inf{t ∈ R ∶ x′ + tu ∈Ki} and

K̃u
i ∶= {(x′, t) ∶ x′ ∈ (K1∣u⊥) ∩ (K2∣u⊥), gu,i(x′) ≤ t ≤ fu,i(x′)} .

(i) If p ∈ (0,1), then
voln(a⊙u,pK1 ⊕u,p b⊙u,pK2)p ≤ avoln(K̃u

1 )p + bvoln(K̃u
2 )p

with equality if and only if K̃u
1
= cb

a
⊙u,p K̃

u
2
+ tu for some constant c > 0 and t ∈ R.
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(ii) If p > 1, then
voln(a⊙u,pK1 ⊕u,p b⊙u,pK2)p ≥ avoln(K̃u

1 )p + bvoln(K̃u
2 )p

with equality if and only if K̃u
1
= cb

a
⊙u,p K̃

u
2
+ tu for some constant c > 0 and t ∈ R.

(iii) If p = 1, then
voln(a⊙uK1 ⊕u b⊙uK2) = avoln(K̃u

1 ) + bvoln(K̃u
2 ).

Proof. (i) Let p ∈ (0,1). For x′ ∈ (K1∣u⊥) ∩ (K2∣u⊥), set f̃u(x′) ∶= aℓK1
(u;x′)p and g̃u(x′) ∶=

bℓK2
(u;x′)p. Integrating along the chords orthogonal to u⊥, we obtain

vol(a⊙u,pK1 ⊕u,p b⊙u,pK2) = ∫
(a⊙u,pK1⊕u,pb⊙u,pK2)∣u⊥

ℓa⊙u,pK1⊕u,pb⊙u,pK2
(u;x′)dx′

= ∫
(K1∣u⊥)∩(K2∣u⊥)

(aℓK1
(u;x′)p + bℓK2

(u;x′)p) 1p dx′
= ∫

(K1∣u⊥)∩(K2∣u⊥)
(f̃u(x′) + g̃u(x′)) 1p dx′

= ∥f̃u + g̃u∥ 1pL 1
p

where ∥f∥L 1
p

= (∫Rn ∣f ∣ 1p dx)p denotes the L 1

p
norm of a function f ∶ Rn

→ R. Since 1

p
≥ 1, by

Minkowski’s integral inequality we have

∥f̃u + g̃u∥ 1pL 1
p

≤ (∥f̃u∥L 1
p

+ ∥g̃u∥L 1
p

)
1

p

= [(∫
(K1∣u⊥)∩(K2∣u⊥)

f̃u(x′) 1p dx′)p + (∫
(K1∣u⊥)∩(K2∣u⊥)

g̃u(x′) 1p dx′)p]
1

p

= [a(∫
(K1∣u⊥)∩(K2∣u⊥)

ℓK1
(u;x′)dx′)p + b(∫

(K1∣u⊥)∩(K2∣u⊥)
ℓK2
(u;x′)dx′)p ]

1

p

= (avoln(K̃u
1 )p + bvoln(K̃u

2 )p) 1p .
Equality holds in Minkowski’s integral inequality if and only if f̃u and g̃u are proportional,
i.e., if and only if aℓK1

(u;x′)p = cbℓK2
(u;x′)p for all x′ ∈ (K1∣u⊥) ∩ (K2∣u⊥) and some constant

c > 0. This means that

ℓK1
(u;x′) = cb

a
⊙u,p ℓK2

(u;x′)
for all x′ ∈ (K1∣u⊥) ∩ (K2∣u⊥) and some c > 0, which holds if and only if K̃u

1
= cb

a
⊙u,p K̃

u
2
+ tu

for some c > 0 and t ∈ R.
(ii) For p > 1, the same proof above holds with the inequalities reversed, and the same

equality conditions hold there as well.
(iii) The case p = 1 follows from the definition of the L1 chord sum and Cavalieri’s principle.

�
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The next result follows immediately from Theorem 4.4.

Corollary 4.1. Let K1,K2 ∈ Kno and u ∈ Sn−1, and suppose that K1∣u⊥ =K2∣u⊥.
(i) If p ∈ (0,1), then for all a, b > 0, we have

(4.29) voln(a⊙u,pK1 ⊕u,p b⊙u,pK2)p ≤ avoln(K1)p + bvoln(K2)p
with equality if and only if K1 = cb

a
⊙u,pK2 + tu for some constant c > 0 and t ∈ R.

(ii) If p > 1, then for all a, b > 0, we have

voln(a⊙u,pK1 ⊕u,p b⊙u,pK2)p ≥ avoln(K1)p + bvoln(K2)p
with equality if and only if K1 = cb

a
⊙u,pK2 + tu for some constant c > 0 and t ∈ R.

(iii) If p = 1, then for all a, b > 0, we have

voln(a⊙uK1 ⊕u b⊙uK2) = avoln(K1) + bvoln(K2).
Remark 4.2. If p = 0, then for all a, b > 0, we have

voln(a⊙u,0K1 ⊕u,0 b⊙u,0K2) ≤ avoln(K̃u
1 ) + bvoln(K̃u

2 )
with equality if and only if K̃u

1
= K̃u

2
. This follows along the same lines as the proof of Theorem

4.4(i), but now we instead use the AM-GM inequality and its equality conditions.

Remark 4.3. Let u ∈ Sn−1, a, b > 0, p ∈ R and K ∈ Kno . Then

voln(a⊙u,pK ⊕u,p b⊙u,pK) = ∫
(a⊙u,pK⊕u,pb⊙u,pK)∣u⊥

ℓa⊙u,pK⊕u,pb⊙u,pK(u;x′)dx′
= ∫

K ∣u⊥
(aℓK(u;x′)p + bℓK(u;x′)p) 1p dx′

= (a + b) 1p voln(K).
4.3. Lp chord mixed surface area and its Minkowski’s first inequality. For u ∈ Sn−1,
p ∈ [−∞,+∞], and K1,K2 ∈ Kno , we define the Lp chord mixed surface area by

S⊕u,p(K1,K2) ∶= lim
ε→0+

voln(K1 ⊕u,p ε⊙u,pK2) − voln(K1)
ε

.(4.30)

The Minkowski’s first inequality for the Lp chord sum reads as follows.

Theorem 4.5. Let K1,K2 ∈ Kno be such that K1∣u⊥ = K2∣u⊥ for some u ∈ Sn−1. Let p ∈ (0,1).
Then

(4.31) S⊕u,p(K1,K2) ≤ 1
p
⋅ voln(K1)1−p voln(K2)p.

If p > 1, then the inequality in (4.31) is reversed. Equality holds if and only if K1 = c⊙u,pK2+tu

for some c > 0 and t ∈ R.
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Proof. We again adapt the proof of the classical Lp Minkowski’s inequality in [14, Theorem
7.2] to the setting of the Lp chord sum. Substituting ε = t/(1 − t) in (4.30), by Proposition
4.2(iv) and Remark 4.3,

S⊕u,p(K1,K2) = lim
t→0+

voln (K1 ⊕u,p
t

1−t
⊙u,pK2) − voln(K1)

t/(1 − t)
= lim
t→0+

voln ( 1

1−t
⊙u,p [(1 − t)⊙u,pK1 ⊕u,p t⊙u,pK2]) − voln(K1)

t/(1 − t)
= lim
t→0+

(1 − t)−1/p voln ((1 − t)⊙u,pK1 ⊕u,p t⊙u,pK2) − voln(K1)
t/(1 − t)

= lim
t→0+

voln ((1 − t)⊙u,pK1 ⊕u,p t⊙u,pK2) − (1 − t)1/p voln(K1)
t(1 − t) 1−pp

= lim
t→0+

voln ((1 − t)⊙u,pK1 ⊕u,p t⊙u,pK2) − voln(K1)
t

+ lim
t→0+

[1 − (1 − t)1/p]voln(K1)
t

= lim
t→0+

voln ((1 − t)⊙u,pK1 ⊕u,p t⊙u,pK2) − voln(K1)
t

+
voln(K1)

p
.

Now consider the function fp ∶ [0,1] → (0,∞) defined by fp(t) ∶= gp(t)p, where gp(t) ∶=
voln((1 − t)⊙u,pK1 ⊕u,p t⊙u,pK2). The preceding computation shows that

f ′p(0) = d+dt [gp(t)p]t=0
= pvoln(K1)p−1 ⋅ lim

t→0+

voln((1 − t)⊙u,pK1 ⊕u,p t⊙u,pK2) − voln(K1)
t

= pvoln(K1)p−1 [S⊕u,p(K1,K2) − voln(K1)
p

]
= pS

⊕
u,p(K1,K2) − voln(K1)

voln(K1)1−p .

Thus, the desired inequality (4.31) is equivalent to f ′p(0) ≤ fp(1) − fp(0). Note that

fp(1) = voln(0⊙u,pK1 ⊕u,p 1⊙u,pK2)p = voln(Su(K2))p = voln(K2)p,
and similarly fp(0) = voln(K1)p. Now Corollary 4.1 says that fp(t) is convex, and by Remark
4.3,

S⊕u,p(K1,K1) = lim
ε→0+

voln(K1 ⊕u,p ε⊙u,pK1) − voln(K1)
ε

= lim
ε→0+

[(1 + ε) 1p − 1]voln(K1)
ε

= voln(K1)
p

.
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The desired inequality (4.31) follows.
Now suppose that equality holds in (4.31). Then by the preceding remarks, f ′p(0) = fp(1)−

fp(0). Since fp is convex,
∀t ∈ (0,1], fp(t) − fp(0)

t
= fp(1) − fp(0).

This is the equality in (4.29). Therefore, the equality conditions in (4.31) are the same as
those in (4.29).

The inequality in the case p > 1 follows in the same way (with the same equality conditions),
but now we use Corollary 4.1(ii) instead. �
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