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ON MOMENT-ENTROPY INEQUALITIES

IN THE SPACE OF MATRICES

DYLAN LANGHARST

Abstract. In a series of works, Lutwak, Yang and Zhang established what could be called
affine information theory, which is the study of moment-entropy and Fisher-information-
type inequalities that are invariant with respect to affine transformations for random vec-
tors. Their set of tools stemmed from sharp affine isoperimetric inequalities in the Lp

Brunn-Minkowski theory of convex geometry they had established. In this work, we gen-
eralize the affine information theory to the setting of matrices. These inequalities on the
space of n × m matrices are induced by the interaction between R

n with its Euclidean
structure and R

m equipped with a pseudo-norm.

1. Introduction

A function f on R
n is a density function if it is nonnegative, integrable, and integrates to

1. We say X is a random vector with density f if X is a function that has a finite L1 norm
with respect to the probability measure that has density f . To emphasize the connection
between X and f , we will often write fX for f . For p ∈ R, we say that the random vector
X has a finite moment of order p if∫

Rn

|x|pfX (x)dx < ∞.

For λ ∈ (0,∞], the λ-Rényi entropy power Nλ(X ) of X is given by

(1) Nλ(X ) =





(∫
Rn f(x)

λdx
) 1

n(1−λ) , if λ 6= 1,

exp
(
− 1

n

∫
Rn f(x) log f(x)dx

)
, if λ = 1,

‖f‖
− 1

n

L∞(Rn), if λ = ∞.

Here, by ‖f‖L∞(Rn), we mean the essential supremum of f . We will be concerned with the
interaction of matrices and density functions. If a random vector X has density fX and A
is a non-singular matrix, then the density of the random vector AX has density

fAX (y) = |detA|−1fX (A
−1y).

For a matrix A, At denotes its transpose, and A−t denotes its inverse transpose.
Consider two parameters, λ, p > 0. Define the function on R+ given by

(2) pp,λ(s) =





(
1 + (1− λ)s

p

p

)−1/(1−λ)

+
, if λ 6= 1,

e−
sp

p , if λ = 1.
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equality, Lp affine isoperimetric inequalities, moment-entropy inequalities, Fisher information,

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2503.00451v1


2 LANGHARST

Here, for c ∈ R, c+ = max{c, 0}. We note that when λ < 1, the function pp,λ is decreasing
and nonnegative on all of R+, and so the + subscript is not necessary in this range.

In 2004, Lutwak, Yang and Zhang [62, Theorem 6.2] showed the following moment-
entropy inequality. Nguyen [76] later gave a different approach. For p, λ > 0, we say a
random vector Z on R

n is a standard generalized Gaussian random vector associated with
(p, λ) if its density is given by

(3) fZ(x) = cp,λpp,λ(|x|).

Here, the normalizing constant, which ensures that fZ is a density function, is given by

cp,λ =





ωnp
n
p Γ
(
1 + n

p

)( Γ
(

1
1−λ

−n
p

)

(1−λ)
n
p Γ( 1

1−λ)

)
, if λ < 1;

ωnp
n
p Γ
(
1 + n

p

)
, if λ = 1;

ωnp
n
p Γ
(
1 + n

p

)(
Γ( λ

λ−1)

(λ−1)
n
p Γ

(

λ
λ−1

+n
p

)

)
, if λ > 1.

As usual, | · | is the Euclidean norm. We denote by Γ(·) the usual Gamma function. If
a random vector has density fAZ for some A ∈ GLn(R), then we say Z is a generalized
Gaussian random vector. Slight variations of the definition of generalized Gaussian random
vector (with different coefficients adjacent to |x|p) have appeared throughout [62, 65, 68,
58, 59]. Density functions of the form (3) are also known as Barenblatt functions. Special
cases have appeared in [1, 3, 13, 14, 23, 41, 2, 42, 72].

We denote the dot product of two vectors x and y as x · y. For d ≥ 0, set

ωd =
π

d
2

Γ
(
1 + d

2

) .

We denote the unit Euclidean ball in R
n by Bn

2 ; recall that voln(B
n
2 ) = ωn. We denote by

S
n−1 its boundary, the unit sphere.

Theorem A Let p ≥ 1 and λ > n
n+p . If X and Y are independent random vectors that

have finite moment of order p, then it holds

E(|X · Y|p) ≥ (nωn)
−n+p

n
2ωn−2+p

(nωn)
p
nωp−1

D2
n,p,λ[Nλ(X )Nλ(Y)]

p.

The constant Dn,p,λ is given by (22) below. There is equality if and only if there exists
A ∈ GL(n) and a > 0 such that X has density a.e. fAZ and Y has density a.e. gaA−tZ ,
where Z is a standard generalized Gaussian random vector associated with (p, λ).

Lutwak, Yang and Zhang had proven the inequality ”from scratch” using tools from convex
geometry. The use of convex geometry to establish inequalities in information theory was
investigated early on in e.g. [50, 12, 16]. Nguyen, also using convex geometry, proved
Theorem A starting with the following inequality. We denote by ‖f‖Lp(E) the usual Lp

norm over a Borel set E with respect to the Lebesgue measure. We note that if one
compares the representation of Theorem A in the previously mentioned works to the one
here, there will be a different exponent on Nλ(X ); this is due to a difference in definition.
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We follow here the definition of Nλ(X ) from the later work by Lutwak, Lv, Yang and Zhang
[59].

Theorem B Let p ≥ 1. Then, for any nonnegative functions f, g ∈ L1(Sn−1), it holds that
∫

Sn−1

∫

Sn−1

|u · v|pf(u)g(v)dudv ≥ (nωn)
−n+p

n
2ωn−2+p

(nωn)
p
nωp−1

‖f‖
L

n
n+p (Sn−1)

‖g‖
L

n
n+p (Sn−1)

.

Equality holds if and only if there exists A ∈ GLn(R) and constants c1, c2 > 0 such that,
for a.e. u ∈ S

n−1,

f(u) = c1|A
−1u|−n−p and g(u) = c2|A

tu|−n−p.

Theorem B had been established by Lutwak and Zhang [69, Theorem A] for continuous
functions; Ngyugen then established it for all integrable functions by reducing to the con-
tinuous case. In this note, we establish a version of Theorem A in the setting of random
vectors on the space of matrices. We denote by Mn,m(R) the space of n×m matrices. Like
in the aforementioned works, we will be using concepts from convex geometry. Recall that a
set K ⊂ R

d is said to be a convex body if, for every x, y ∈ R
d, one has (1−λ)x+λy ∈ K for

every λ ∈ [0, 1]. In this work, we will also require our convex bodies to contain the origin.
Then, we denote by Kd

o the set of convex bodies in R
d. The support function of a convex

body K is given by hK(u) = supy∈K〈y, u〉. We denote by vold(·) the Lebesgue measure on

R
d; the Lebesgue measure on Mn,m(R) is then inherited by the identification of Mn,m(R)

with (Rn)m = R
nm. Elements in Mn,m(R) will be denoted with capital letters. Random

vectors on Mn,m(R) will be denoted by X.
Let X and Y be random vectors on Mn,m(R) and R

n that have density functions f and
g respectively. Then, for Q ∈ Km

o , we define the following expectation:

(4) E[hQ(X
tY)p] =

∫

Rn

∫

Mn,m(R)
hQ(A

tv)pfX(A)gY (v)dAdv.

IfQ is origin-symmetric (i.e. Q = −Q), then hQ is a norm. Other-wise, hQ is a pseudo-norm.
The unit ball of this pseudo-norm is, by-definition, Q◦, the polar of Q. The idea behind
the quantity (4) is that the interaction between the random vector X on Mn,m(R) and the
random vector Y on R

n is occurring in the (pseudo)-Banach space R
m equipped with the

pseudo-norm hQ. In the space Mn,m(R), our analogue of Bn
2 will not be Bnm

2 , the unit ball
with respect to the Frobenius norm. Instead, it will be a convex body Π◦

Q,pB
n
2 ⊂ Mn,m(R)

which is generated from Bn
2 and Q; we will discuss its origin in more detail below. Its

definition is as follows. Given K ∈ Kn
o , its gauge, which uniquely determines it, is precisely

‖x‖K = inf{t > 0 : x ∈ tK}. Observe that hK = ‖ · ‖K◦ . Then, Π◦
Q,pB

n
2 is given by the

gauge, for any matrix U ∈ Mn,m(R),

‖U‖Π◦
Q,p

Bn
2
=

(∫

Sn−1

hQ(U
tξ)pdξ

) 1
p

.

For a fixed convex body Q ∈ Km
o , we say a random vector Z on Mn,m(R) is a standard

generalized Gaussian random vector associated with (Q, p, λ) if its density is given by

fZ(U) = αQ,p,λpp,λ(‖U‖Π◦
Q,p

Bn
2
),
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where αQ,p,λ > 0 is a normalizing constant. If a random vector has density fAZ for some
A ∈ GLn(R), then we say it is a generalized Gaussian random vector associated with
(Q, p, λ).

Theorem 1.1. Fix m,n ∈ N and Q ∈ Km
o . Let p ≥ 1 and λ ≥ nm

nm+p . Suppose X and

Y are independent random vectors on Mn,m(R) and R
n respectively, each of which has a

finite moment of order p. Suppose that either X has even density or Q is origin-symmetric.
Then,

E[hQ(X
tY)p] ≥Dn,p,λDnm,p,λ(nωn)

−n+p
n

(
nm volnm(Π◦

Q,pB
n
2)
)− p

nm [Nλ(X)Nλ(Y)]
p.

Here, Dn,p,λ is a sharp constant given by (22) below. There is equality if and only if there
exists A ∈ GLn(R) and α > 0 such that Y has density gαA−tZ where Z is a standard
generalized Gaussian random vector associated with (p, λ) and X has density gAZ where Z

is a standard generalized Gaussian random vector associated with (Q, p, λ).

We follow the route suggested by Ngyugen, by first establishing the appropriate analogue
of Theorem B.

Theorem 1.2. Fix n,m ∈ N, p ≥ 1 and Q ∈ Km
o . Let f ∈ L1(Snm−1) and g ∈ L1(Sn−1). If

either f is even or Q is symmetric, then one has
∫

Sn−1

∫

Snm−1

hQ(U
tv)pf(U)g(v)dUdv

≥ ‖f‖
L

nm
nm+p (Snm−1)

‖g‖
L

n
n+p (Sn−1)

(nωn)
−n+p

n

(
nm volnm(Π◦

Q,pB
n
2 )
)− p

nm .

There is equality if and only if there exists a matrix A ∈ GLn(R) and nonnegative constants

c1, c2 > 0 such that g(u) = c1|A
tu|−(n+p) and f(U) = c2‖A

−1U‖
−(nm+p)
Π◦

Q,p
Bn

2
almost everywhere.

In Section 2, we recall some recent concepts from convex geometry. In Section 3, we
prove our main results. We will also extend some other moment-entropy inequalities, but
we save the discussion of these topics for Section 4. For the reader interested in other works
that involve entropy inequalities using convex geometry, we recommend the survey [70] and
e.g. the more recent works [22, 73, 29, 20, 74, 71]. In particular, the works [39] and [35] are
relevant. The use of Gaussian probability in convex geometry, as the object of interest, can
be found in e.g. [17, 18, 19, 44, 6, 49, 8, 7, 85, 54, 32, 43, 21, 40, 52, 24, 25, 28, 27]. The
generalized Gaussian density was studied in [53, 51].

Acknowledgments: We would like to thank Autt Manui for the valuable suggestions
given on a draft of the present manuscript.

Funding: The author was funded by a post-doctoral fellowship provided by the Fonda-
tion Sciences Mathématiques de Paris.

2. Preliminaries

Let K ∈ Kn
o . Then, one has the following set of inequalities:

2n ≤
voln(DK)

voln(K)
≤

(
2n

n

)
,
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where DK = {x ∈ R
n : K ∩ (K + x) 6= ∅} is the difference body of K, the lower-bound

follows from the Brunn-Minkowski inequality, with equality if and only if K is symmetric,
and the upper-bound is the Rogers-Shephard inequality, with equality if and only if K is an
n-dimensional simplex [78]. We note that, alternatively, one can write DK = K + (−K),
where A+B = {a+ b : a ∈ A, b ∈ B} is the Minkowski sum of Borel subsets A and B.

For m ≥ 1, Schneider introduced [79] an mth-order analogue of this inequality. Firstly,
he defined the mth-order difference body Dm(K) ⊂ R

nm as

Dm(K) =

{
(x1, . . . , xm) ∈ (Rn)m : K

m⋂

i=1

(K + xi) 6= ∅

}
.

Then, he showed the following generalization of the Rogers-Shephard inequality:

volnm(Dm(K)) voln(K)−m ≤

(
nm+ n

n

)
,

again with equality if and only if K is an n-dimensional simplex. Concerning a lower-bound,
if m = 1 and n ∈ N, or n = 2 and m ∈ N, then the lower-bound is obtained by all origin
symmetric convex bodies. If n ≥ 3 and m ≥ 2, this is not the case; Schneider’s conjecture
is precisely that the lower-bound is obtained by ellipsoids for n and m in this range. The
importance of Schneider’s conjecture, in addition to its difficulty, was shown in [80]; it is
equivalent to Petty’s conjecture for the volume of the projection body when n = 3.

It was shown in [36, 37, 46, 48, 45, 38, 47, 83], that the mth-order concept has led to the
burgeoning mth-order Brunn-Minkowski theory. Mainly, the mth-order concept is extended
to other functionals from the Lp Brunn-Minkowski theory; the Lp Brunn-Minkowski theory
has its origins in the work by Firey [26], Lutwak [56, 57], Lutwak and Zhang [69] and
Lutwak, Yang and Zhang [60, 61, 63, 64, 62, 66, 65]. (This list is by no means exhaustive!)

There are two inequalities in particular that will be pertinent. We denote by Kd
(o) the set

of convex bodies in R
d that contain the origin in their interiors. We will take d ∈ {n, nm}.

For p ≥ 1, the Lp projection body of K is the origin-symmetric convex body Π◦
pK ∈ Kn

(o)

whose gauge, which is a norm, is given by

‖θ‖Π◦
pK =

(∫

Sn−1

(
|u · θ|

hK(u)

)p

hK(u)dσK(u)

) 1
p

.

Here, σK is the surface area measure of K ∈ Kn
o on S

n−1, defined as, for E ⊂ S
n−1 Borel,

σK(E) =

∫

n−1
K

(E)
dHn−1(y),

where Hn−1 is the (n − 1)-dimensional Hausdorff measure and nK is the Gauss map of K
which pushes ∂K, the boundary of K, to S

n−1. The formula of the volume of a convex
body K is then given by

(5) voln(K) =
1

n

∫

Sn−1

hK(u)dσK(u).

The following inequality, the so-called Lp Petty’s projection inequality, was shown in [60],
extending the p = 1 case by Petty [77].
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Theorem C Let p ≥ 1. Then, for every K ∈ Kn
(o), we have

voln(K)
n−p
p voln(Π

◦
pK) ≤ voln(B

n
2 )

n−p
p voln(Π

◦
pB

n
2 ),

with equality if and only if K is a linear (or affine if p = 1) image of Bn
2 .

The body Π◦
pB

n
2 is a dilate of Bn

2 whose radius, under the normalization used presently, is
(

ωp−1

2ωn+p−2

) 1
p
. An important application of Theorem C is the Lp Affine Sobolev inequality

from [84, 60, 82]: suppose w ∈ W 1,p(Rn), that is w has a weak derivative ∇w that is in
Lp(Rn). Then, if 1 < p < n, one has

(
nωnωp−1

2ωn+p−2

) 1
p

(∫

Sn−1

(∫

Rn

|〈∇w(v), θ〉|pdv

)−n
p dθ

nωn

)− 1
n

≥an,p‖w‖
L

np
n−p (Rn)

.(6)

Here, an,p is the sharp constant from the Aubin-Talenti Lp Sobolev inequality [4, 81]: one

has an,1 = nω
1
n
n , and, for p > 1,

an,p = n
1
p

(
n− p

p− 1

) p−1
p
(

ωn

Γ(n)
Γ

(
n

p

)
Γ

(
n+ 1−

n

p

)) 1
n

,

In fact, (6) is sharper than the Lp Sobolev inequality. There is an equality in (6) when

w is of the form w(v) =
(
α+ |A(v − v0)|

p
p−1

)−n−p
p

, with A a non-singular n × n matrix,

α > 0, and v0 ∈ R
n. If p = 1, then the inequality can be extended to functions of bounded

variation, in which case equality holds if and only if w is a multiple of χE for some n-
dimensional ellipsoid E. Here, the characteristic function of E is given by χE(x) = 1 if
x ∈ E and 0 otherwise.

In [37], the following extension of the body Π◦
pK and the Lp Petty’s projection inequality

to the setting of matrices was established.

Definition 2.1. For K ∈ Kn
(o), Q ∈ Km

o and p ≥ 1, its (Lp, Q) polar projection body

Π◦
Q,pK ∈ Knm

(o) is given by the gauge

‖Θ‖Π◦
Q,p

K =

(∫

Sn−1

(
hQ(Θ

tξ)

hK(ξ)

)p

hK(ξ)dσK(ξ)

) 1
p

.

We note that the operator Π◦
Q,p goes from Kn

(o) to Knm
(o) . The connection between the

work of Schneider and Π◦
Q,p is a bit tenuous, but it was shown in [36] that they are related

when p = 1 and Q is the orthogonal simplex of dimension m. The associated isoperimetric
inequality for Π◦

Q,p, the (Lp, Q) Petty’s projection inequality, was shown in [37, Theorem

1.3].

Theorem D Let m,n ∈ N and p ≥ 1. Then, for any pair of convex bodies K ∈ Kn
(o) and

Q ∈ Km
o , one has

volnm(Π◦
Q,pK) voln(K)

nm
p

−m ≤ volnm(Π◦
Q,pB

n
2 ) voln(B

n
2 )

nm
p

−m
.

There is equality if and only if K is a linear (or affine if p = 1) image of Bn
2 .
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The aforementioned Lp Petty’s projection inequality is recovered by setting m = 1 and
Q = [−1, 1]. But also, setting Q to be any interval in R containing the origin, Theorem
D recovers the asymmetric Lp Petty’s projection inequality by Haberl and Schuster [34].
An application of Theorem D is the (Lp, Q) Sobolev inequality [37, Theorem 1.1], which
contains both (6) and the asymmetric Lp Sobolev inequality by Haberl and Schuster [33] in
a larger framework.

We mention two key tools that can be used to prove (6), as this approach will prove fruitful
to our current considerations. The first is the LY Z body. Given a function w ∈ W 1,p(Rn)
which is non-constant, Lutwak, Yang and Zhang showed [67] the existence of its pth LY Z-
body: it is the unique, origin-symmetric convex body 〈w〉p ∈ Kn

(o), satisfying the following

change of variables formula

(7)

∫

Sn−1

(
g(u)

h〈w〉p(u)

)p

h〈w〉p(u)dσ〈w〉p(u) =

∫

Rn

g(−∇w(v))pdv

for every 1-homogeneous, nonnegative function even g on R
n. The anisotropic-Sobolev

inequality from [75, 10] implies that

(8) voln(〈w〉p)
n−p
np ≥

an,p

n
1
pω

1
n
n

‖w‖
L

np
n−p (Rn)

.

Setting in (7) g(u) = |u · θ| for a fixed θ ∈ S
n−1, applying Theorem C to the body 〈w〉p and

then (8) yields the Lp affine Sobolev inequality (6).
As for the Sobolev inequality from [37] (and [33] for the case where Q is an asymmetric

interval), hQ will only be even if Q is origin-symmetric. Thus, a few technical details
were introduced to overcome this hurdle. Later in Section 4, we will consider only origin-
symmetric Q, putting our situation closer to the framework by Lutwak, Yang and Zhang.
The above argument we sketched out will be helpful for our present considerations.

First, recall the sharp Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality established by Del Pino and Dol-
beault [15] in the case of the Euclidean ball and by Cordero-Erausquin, Nazaret, and Villani
[10] in general: let K be an origin-symmetric convex body such that voln(K) = ωn. Then,
if 1 ≤ p < n and w ∈ W 1,p(Rn) is a non-constant function there exists a sharp constant
c(n, r, p) such that, for every 0 < r ≤ np

n−p it holds

(9)

(∫

Rn

hK(∇w(x))pdx

) 1
p

≥ c(n, r, p)‖w‖1−s
Lq (Rn)

‖w‖sLr(Rn),

where

(10) q = 1 + r
p − 1

p
,

and s is for scale invariance, i.e.

(11)
n− p

np
=

1− s

q
+

s

r
.

The constraining on the size of K ensures the constant c(n, r, p) is independent of K. There
is equality only for functions of the form

(12) wa,b,K(x) := bp p
p−1

,2− r
p
(a‖x− x0‖K)
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for some a, b > 0 and x0 ∈ R
n. The function pp,λ was given in (2); notice the cases λ 6= 1

and λ = 1 become p 6= r and p = r.

Consider the case of (9) when K =
(

ωn

voln(〈w〉p)

) 1
n
〈w〉p. Then, (7) and (5) yield

(13) voln(〈w〉p)
n−p
np ≥ n− 1

pω
− 1

n
n c(n, r, p)‖w‖1−s

Lq (Rn)‖w‖
s
Lr(Rn),

with equality if and only if w has the form (12) for some K. This result is precisely [67,
Theorem 6.1]; in fact, this is their proof, which we have included here for completeness
because it is short. We need (13) for this next step: using (13) and Theorem D for an
origin-symmetric Q ∈ Km

(o), we obtain for 1 ≤ p < n that

(14) volnm(Π◦
Q,p〈w〉p)

− 1
mn ≥ volnm(Π◦

Q,pB
n
2 )

− 1
nm (nωn)

− 1
p c(n, r, p)‖w‖1−s

Lq (Rn)‖w‖
s
Lr(Rn).

There is equality if and only if w has the form (12) with K = Bn
2 (one can verify that

〈wa,b,Bn
2
〉p is a Euclidean ball). The inequality (14) can be seen as an extension of [67,

Theorem 7.2]. We mention other Sobolev-type inequalities can be found in [15, 9, 10, 11].
We now discuss the second inequality from convex geometry that is relevant to our

considerations. The Blaschke-Santaló inequality states that if K is a convex body such that
K or K◦ has center of mass at the origin, then it holds

(15) voln(K) voln(K
◦) ≤ voln(B

n
2 )

2,

with equality if and only if K is a linear image of Bn
2 . Please, see the survey [30] for the

history of this inequality.
Lutwak and Zhang [69] extended (15) to both the Lp setting and the setting of star

bodies. Recall that L ⊂ R
d is a star body if L is compact, o ∈ L, x ∈ L implies the segment

[o, x] ⊂ L, and x 7→ ‖x‖−1
L is continuous on Rd \ {o}. Every convex body is a star body.

The radial function of a star body L is precisely ρL = ‖ · ‖−1
L . That is

ρL(u) = sup{t > 0 : tu ∈ L}.

We denote by Sd the set of star bodies in R
d. The volume of a star body is given by

vold(L) =
1

d

∫

Sd−1

ρL(u)
ddu.

For p ≥ 1, Lutwak and Zhang defined the Lp centroid body ΓpL ∈ Kn
(o), which is origin-

symmetric, of a star body L via the support function

hΓpL(θ) =

(
1

voln(L)

∫

L
|θ · x|pdx

) 1
p

.

Notice that (ΓpL)
◦ → L◦ ∩ (−L)◦ when p → ∞. The main result of Lutwak and Zhang was

to generalize (15) by replacing K with a star body L and replacing K◦ with (ΓpL)
◦.

We now recall the recently shown analogue of this fact in the setting of matrices.

Definition 2.2. Let p ≥ 1, m ∈ N, and fix some Q ∈ Km
o . Given a compact set L ⊂

Mn,m(R) with positive volume, the (Lp, Q)-centroid body of L, ΓQ,pL, is the convex body in
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R
n with the support function

(16) hΓQ,pL(v) =

(
1

volnm(L)

∫

L
hQ(A

tv)pdA

) 1
p

.

With this definition in hand, we have the following extension of (15) from [37]. In addition
to the Q = [−1, 1] cases studied in [69, 60], Haberl and Schuster analyzed the case m = 1
in its entirety [34]; in our language, their work is when Q = [−α1, α2], αi ≥ 0. We highlight
that ΓQ,p takes a compact set in Mn,m(R) and produces a convex body in R

n. We use the
natural notation Γ◦

Q,pL = (ΓQ,pL)
◦.

Lemma 2.3 (The mth-order Lp Santaló inequality).
Fix p ≥ 1 and Q ∈ Km

o . Consider a compact set with non-empty interior L ⊂ Mn,m(R)
with positive volume. Then, if ΓQ,pL or Γ◦

Q,pL has center of mass at the origin,

volnm(L)
1
m voln(Γ

◦
Q,pL) ≤ voln(B

n
2 )

2
volnm(Π◦

Q,pB
n
2 )

1
m

voln(ΓQ,pΠ
◦
Q,pB

n
2 )

,

with equality throughout if and only if L = Π◦
Q,pE for some origin-symmetric ellipsoid

E ∈ Kn
(o).

The requirement that ΓQ,pL or Γ◦
Q,pL has center of mass at the origin in Lemma 2.3 is

automatically satisfied when Q or L is symmetric. When E is a centered ellipsoid, it was
shown that

(17) ΓQ,pΠ
◦
Q,pE = voln(B

n
2 )

1
p voln(E)−

1
p

(
m

voln(Bn
2 )(nm+ p)

) 1
p

E.

This yields limp→∞ ΓQ,pΠ
◦
Q,pE = E.

In the next section, we show how the mth-order Lp Santaló inequality in Lemma 2.3
yields our main result, Theorem 1.1. We need a few more fundamental facts. Given a
measurable function, we can associate a star body to it. If f is a nonnegative, measurable
function on R

n, then its pth Ball body, for p > 0, is the star-shaped set given by

Kf (p) =

{
x ∈ R

n :

∫ ∞

0
f(rx)rp−1dr ≥ 1

}
,

and thus the radial function of Kf (p) is given by

(18) ρKf (p)(θ) =

(∫ ∞

0
f(rθ)rp−1dr

) 1
p

.

If the integral is finite for every v ∈ S
n−1, then Kf (p) is a star-body. In [5, 31] it was shown

that if f is log-concave, then Kf (p) is a convex body. A nonnegative function f being
log-concave is precisely that, for every x, y such that f(x)f(y) > 0 and λ ∈ [0, 1], one has

f((1− λ)x+ λy) ≥ f(x)1−λf(y)λ.

We next loosen the definition of star bodies. For s ∈ R, we say L ⊂ R
d is an (s)-star,

and write L ∈ Sd
s if it is star-shaped and its radial functional is merely in Ls(Sn−1). Notice
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that Sd ⊂ ∪s∈RS
d
s . For p ≥ 1, the dual mixed volume of K ∈ Sd

d+p and L ∈ Sd
−p is given by

(19) Ṽ−p,d(K,L) =
1

d

∫

Sd−1

ρK(θ)d+pρL(θ)
−pdθ.

With the same assumptions on K,L and p, one has the dual Minkowski’s first inequality:

(20) Ṽ−p,d(K,L)d ≥ vold(K)d+p vold(L)
−p,

with equality if and only if K and L are dilates. When K and L are star bodies, this was
shown by Lutwak [55] using Hölder’s inequality; the generality presented here was shown
in [62].

3. Proof of our main results

To prove our main results, we start with the following inequality.

Lemma 3.1. Fix n,m ∈ N and p ≥ 1. Let Q ∈ Kn
o ,K ∈ Sn

n+p and let L ⊂ Mn,m(R) be
a compact set with non-empty interior. Then, if ΓQ,pL or Γ◦

Q,pL has center of mass at the
origin, one has

∫

K

∫

L
hQ(A

tu)pdAdu

≥
nm

(n + p)(nm+ p)

volnm(L) voln(K)

voln(Bn
2 )

(
volnm(L)

volnm(Π◦
Q,pB

n
2 )

(
voln(K)

voln(Bn
2 )

)m
) p

nm

,

with equality if and only if one has up to sets of measure zero that K is a dilate of Γ◦
Q,pL

and L = Π◦
Q,pE for some centered ellipsoid E ∈ Kn

(o).

Proof. Observe that we have
∫

K

∫

L
hQ(A

tu)pdAdu =

∫

Sn−1

∫

L
hQ(A

tv)pdA

(∫ ρK(v)

0
rn+p−1dr

)
dv

=
1

n+ p

∫

Sn−1

∫

L
hQ(A

tv)pdAρK(v)n+pdv

=
volnm(L)

n+ p

∫

Sn−1

(
1

volnm(L)

∫

L
hQ(A

tv)pdA

)
ρK(v)n+pdv

=
volnm(L)

n+ p

∫

Sn−1

ρΓ◦
Q,p

L(v)
−pρK(v)n+pdv,

where, in the final line, we used that ρΓ◦
Q,p

L(v) = hΓQ,pL(v)
−1 and inserted (16). Then, from

(19) and (20), we obtain
∫

K

∫

L
hQ(A

tu)pdAdu =
volnm(L)

n+ p

∫

Sn−1

ρΓ◦
Q,p

L(v)
−pρK(v)n+pdv

=
n

n+ p
volnm(L)Ṽ−p,n(K,Γ◦

Q,pL)

≥
n

n+ p
volnm(L) voln(K)

n+p
n voln(Γ

◦
Q,pL)

− p
n ,
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with equality if and only if K is a homothet of Γ◦
Q,pL, up to sets of measure zero. The claim

then follows from Lemma 2.3 and (17). �

We are now in a position to prove Theorem 1.2.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Observe that, for K ∈ Sn
n+p and a compact set with non-empty

interior L ⊂ Mn,m(R) such that either ΓQ,pL or Γ◦
Q,pL has center of mass at the origin, one

has
∫

Sn−1

∫

Snm−1

hQ(U
tv)pρK(v)n+pρL(U)nm+pdUdv

= (nm+ p)(n+ p)

∫

Sn−1

∫

Snm−1

(
hQ(U

tv)p
∫ ρK(v)

0
rn+p−1dr

∫ ρL(U)

0
snm+p−1ds

)
dUdv

= (nm+ p)(n+ p)

∫

K

∫

L
hQ(A

tu)pdAdu.

Therefore, applying Lemma 3.1, we have
∫

Sn−1

∫

Snm−1

hQ(U
tv)pρK(v)n+pρL(U)nm+pdUdv

≥ nm
volnm(L) voln(K)

voln(Bn
2 )

(
volnm(L)

volnm(Π◦
Q,pB

n
2 )

(
voln(K)

voln(Bn
2 )

)m
) p

nm

.

(21)

For given f ∈ L1(Snm−1) and g ∈ L1(Sn−1), define K ∈ Sn
n+p and L ∈ Snm

nm+p via ρK = g
1

n+p

and ρL = f
1

nm+p . Note that ΓQ,pL and Γ◦
Q,pL are origin-symmetric. Then, observe that

‖f‖
L

nm
nm+p (Snm−1)

=

(∫

Snm−1

f
nm

nm+p (U)dU

)nm+p
nm

= (nm)
nm+p
nm

(
1

nm

∫

Snm−1

ρnmL (U)dU

)nm+p
nm

= (nm volnm(L))
nm+p
nm .

Similarly, we have that

‖g‖
L

n
n+p (Sn−1)

=

(∫

Sn−1

g
n

n+p (v)dv

)n+p
n

= n
n+p
n

(
1

n

∫

Sn−1

ρnK(v)dv

) n+p
n

= (n voln(K))
n+p
n .

Inserting these computations into (21) completes the proof of the inequality. As for the
equality conditions, we must have that K is a dilate of Γ◦

Q,pL and L = Π◦
Q,pE for some

centered ellipsoid E = ABn
2 (up to null sets). This means from (17) that K is a dilate of

(ABn
2 )

◦ = A−tBn
2 . Recalling that g = ρn+p

K , we have g(u) = c1‖u‖
−(n+p)
A−tBn

2
= c1|A

tu|−(n+p).

For L, write L = Π◦
Q,p(AB

n
2 ). Then, it was shown [37, Proposition 3.6] that Π◦

Q,p(AK) =
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|det(A)|−
1
pAΠ◦

Q,pK. Recalling that f = ρnm+p
L , we have almost everywhere that

f(U) = c2‖U‖
−(nm+p)
AΠ◦

Q,p
Bn

2
= c2‖A

−1U‖
−(nm+p)
Π◦

Q,p
Bn

2
.

�

As advertised in the introduction, we will use Theorem 1.2 to establish Theorem 1.1. We
define the following constant: set

Dn,p =

(
1

n
Γ

(
1 +

n

p

))− p
n

and

(22) Dn,p,λ=





(
n(1−λ)

(n+p)λ−n

)((
pλ

(n+p)λ−n

) 1
1−λ Γ

(

1
1−λ

−n
p

)

Γ( 1
1−λ)

)− p
n

Dn,p, λ ∈ ( n
n+p , 1);

n
peDn,p, λ = 1;

(
n(λ−1)

pλ+n(λ−1)

)((
pλ

pλ+n(λ−1)

) 1
1−λ Γ( λ

λ−1)

Γ
(

λ
λ−1

+n
p

)

)− p
n

Dn,p, λ > 1.

We state now an important proposition that relates the volume of the Ball body of a function
and a random variable distributed with respect to the probability measure whose density
is proportional to said function. It was stated implicitly in the proof of the main theorem
in [76] when ρ(u) = |A−tu|−1 for some A ∈ GLn(R). The proof in the general situation
is roughly the same; we provide a proof, following the ideas of Nguyen, for coherence and
completeness.

Proposition 3.2. Fix p ≥ 1 and λ > n
n+p . Let Y be a random vector on R

n with finite

moment of order p and density g. Then,

(n voln(Kg(n+ p)))
n+p
n ≥ Dn,p,λNλ(Y)

p.

There is equality if and only if there exists a function ρ on S
n−1, that is (−1)-homogeneously

extended to R
n, such that for a.e. y ∈ R

n,

g(y) = βpp,λ

(
α

ρ(y)

)

where in each case, α, β > 0 are nonnegative constants, chosen in such way so that g
integrates to 1. Furthermore, ρKg(n+p) = cρ almost everywhere for some c > 0.

We first need the following lemma, the so-called Carlson-Levin inequality (see [62, Lemma
4.1] and [76, Lemma 1.2]). This we provide without proof.

Lemma 3.3. Let p > 0 and λ > n
n+p . Let f ∈ L1(Rn) have finite pth moment. Then, it

holds:

(1) If n
n+p < λ < 1, then


D

n
p

n,p,λ

nωn




1−λ
λ (∫

Rn

f(x)λdx

) 1
λ

≤

(∫

Rn

f(x)dx

)1−n(1−λ)
pλ

(∫

Rn

|x|pf(x)dx

)n(1−λ)
pλ

,
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and equality holds if and only if

f(x) = a(1 + |bx|p)−
1

1−λ

for some a, b > 0.
(2) If λ > 1, then


D

n
p

n,p,λ

nωn




p(λ−1)
(n+p)λ−n (∫

Rn

f(x)dx

)

≤

(∫

Rn

f(x)λdx

)(

p
n(λ−1)+pλ

)(∫

Rn

|x|pf(x)dx

) n(λ−1)
n(λ−1)+pλ

,

and equality holds if and only if

f(x) = a(1− |bx|p)
1

λ−1
+

for some a, b > 0.
(3) If λ = 1, then

(∫

Rn

|x|pf(x)dx

)
≥

(
Dn,p,1

(nωn)
p
n

)
exp

(
−
p

n

∫
Rn f(x) log f(x)dx∫

Rn f(x)dx

)(∫

Rn

f(x)dx

)n+p
n

,

with equality if and only if

f(x) = ae−|bx|p

for some a, b > 0.

We will need the usual Beta function B(x, y) which we recall as we need a particular
formulation of it, i.e. for x, y > 0,

(23) B(x, y) =
Γ(x)Γ(y)

Γ(x+ y)
=

∫ 1

0
tx−1(1− t)y−1dt =

∫ ∞

0

tx−1

(1 + t)x+y
dt.

Finally, we need the reverse Hölder’s inequality. If f and g are nonnegative functions on
the measure space (Ω, µ) and real numbers q and r satisfy q ∈ (0, 1) and 1

q +
1
r = 1, then

(24)

∫

Ω
f(x)g(x)dµ(x) ≥

(∫

Ω
f(x)qdµ(x)

) 1
q
(∫

Ω
g(x)rdµ(x)

) 1
r

,

with equality if and only if g = cf q−1 µ a.e. on Ω for some c ≥ 0.

Proof of Proposition 3.2. We first consider the case where n
n+p < λ < 1. For a fixed u ∈

S
n−1, we apply Lemma 3.3 to the function gu = g(|x|u) and obtain

(25)


D

n
p

n,p,λ

nωn




1−λ
λ (∫

Rn

gu(x)
λdx

) 1
λ

≤

(∫

Rn

gu(x)dx

)1−n(1−λ)
pλ

(∫

Rn

|x|pgu(x)dx

)n(1−λ)
pλ

.
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By integrating in polar coordinates, one can readily verify that

(26)

∫

Rn

|x|pgu(x)dx = nωnρ
n+p
Kg(n+p)(u).

Therefore, (25) becomes

(27)


D

n
n+p

n,p,λ

nωn



(∫

Rn

gu(x)
λdx

) p
(n+p)(1−λ)

(∫

Rn

gu(x)dx

)− (n+p)λ−n

(n+p)(1−λ)

≤ρnKg(n+p)(u).

We then integrate both sides of (27) over S
n−1 and use (24) with q = (n+p)(1−λ)

p ∈ (0, 1)

and r = − (n+p)(1−λ)
(n+p)λ−n < 0 to obtain

D

n
n+p

n,p,λ

nωn



(∫

Sn−1

∫

Rn

gu(x)
λdxdu

) (n+p)(1−λ)
p

(∫

Sn−1

∫

Rn

gu(x)dxdu

)−
(n+p)λ−n

(n+p)(1−λ)

≤


D

n
n+p

n,p,λ

nωn



∫

Sn−1

(∫

Rn

gu(x)
λdx

) p
(n+p)(1−λ)

(∫

Rn

gu(x)dx

)− (n+p)λ−n

(n+p)(1−λ)

du

≤ (n voln(Kg(n+ p)).

(28)

From polar coordinates, we have

(29)

∫

Sn−1

∫

Rn

gu(x)
λdxdu =

∫

Sn−1

∫

Sn−1

∫ ∞

0
g(|rθ|u)λrn−1drdθdu = nωn

∫

Rn

g(x)λdx,

and

(30)

∫

Sn−1

∫

Rn

gu(x)dxdu=

∫

Sn−1

∫

Sn−1

∫ ∞

0
g(|rθ|u)rn−1drdθdu=nωn

∫

Rn

g(x)dx = nωn.

Inserting (29) and (30) into (28) yields

D
n

n+p

n,p,λ

(∫

Rn

g(x)λdx

) p
(n+p)(1−λ)

≤ (n voln(Kg(n+ p)).(31)

Raising both sides of (31) to the n+p
n power and inserting the definition of Nλ(Y) yields the

claimed inequality.
Suppose there is equality. Then, from our use of Lemma 3.3, we must have that, if we

fix u ∈ S
n−1, then, for a.e. x ∈ R

n, it holds

(32) g(|x|u) = a(u) (1 + |b(u)x|p)−
1

1−λ ,

for some nonnegative functions a and b. Also, from equality in the reverse Hölder’s inequality
(24), we have for a.e. u ∈ S

n−1 the existence of a positive constant γ such that

(33)

∫

Rn

g(|x|u)λdx = γ

∫

Rn

g(|x|u)dx.

Inserting (32) into (33), we obtain using (23) that for almost all u ∈ S
n−1 it holds

a(u) := α =

(
λp− n(1− λ)

λp
γ

) 1
λ−1

.
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Let ρ be any constant multiple of ρKg(n+p); without loss of generality,

(34) ρ ≡ ρKg(n+p).

Then, from (32) and (26), we have for a.e. u ∈ S
n−1

pλ− n(1− λ)

n(1− λ)
ρ(u)n+p =

αb(u)−(n+p)

p
B

(
n

p
,

1

1− λ
−

n

p

)
,

by using (23). These two equations together imply

b(u) =

((
λp− n(1− λ)

λp
γ

) 1
λ−1

B

(
n

p
,

1

1− λ
−

n

p

)
n

p

(1− λ)

pλ− n(1− λ)

) 1
n+p

ρ(u)−1

=

(
β(1 − λ)

p

) 1
p

ρ(u)−1,

where β is defined implicitly so equality holds. Putting the pieces together, we have it holds
for a.e. u ∈ S

n−1

g(|x|u) = α

(
1 +

β(1− λ)

p

(
|x|

ρ(u)

)p)− 1
1−λ

.

By identifying u = x/|x| and using the (−1)-homogeneity of ρ, the claimed formula for
equality follows in this case.

The case when λ > 1, for both the inequality and the equality condition, is essentially
the same. Simply note that in the use of the reverse Hölder’s inequality (24) one takes

q = (n+p)(λ−1)
(n+p)λ−n ∈ (0, 1) and r = − (n+p)(λ−1)

p < 0.

Finally, for λ = 1, we again apply Lemma 3.3 to gu(x) = g(|x|u) and obtain

ρnKg(n+p)(u) ≥


D

n
n+p

n,p,1

nωn


 exp

(
−

p

n+ p

∫
Rn gu(x) log gu(x)dx∫

Rn gu(x)dx

)(∫

Rn

gu(x)dx

)
,

where we have already applied (26). Integrating both sides over Sn−1 yields

(n voln(Kg(n+ p))

≥


D

n
n+p

n,p,1

nωn



∫

Sn−1

exp

(
−

p

n+ p

∫
Rn gu(x) log gu(x)dx∫

Rn gu(x)dx

)(∫

Rn

gu(x)dx

)
du.

Using Jensen’s inequality for the convex function t 7→ e
− p

n+p
t
, we obtain

(n voln(Kg(n + p))

≥ D
n

n+p

n,p,1

∫

Sn−1

exp

(
−

p

n+ p

∫
Rn gu(x) log gu(x)dx∫

Rn gu(x)dx

)(∫

Rn

gu(x)dx

)
du

nωn

≥ D
n

n+p

n,p,1exp

(
−

p

n+ p

∫

Sn−1

∫

Rn

gu(x) log gu(x)dx
du

nωn

)

= D
n

n+p

n,p,1exp

(
−

p

n+ p

∫

Rn

g(x) log g(x)dx

)
.
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Inserting the definition of N1(Y) and raising both sides to the n+p
n power yields the inequal-

ity.
For the equality conditions, equality in our use of Lemma 3.3 yields if we fix u ∈ S

n−1,
then for a.e. x ∈ R

n we have:

(35) g(|x|u) = a(u)e−|b(u)x|p ,

and, from equality in the use of Jensen’s inequality, we have for a.e. u ∈ S
n−1 the existence

of a positive constant γ such that

(36)

∫

Rn

g(|x|u) log g(|x|u)dx = γ

∫

Rn

g(|x|u)dx.

By inserting (35) into (36), we obtain using ρ from (34) a formula for a(u) a.e.:

a(u) = eγe

∫

Rn
|x|p e−|x|pdx

∫
Rn e−|x|pdx ,

which is just a constant, say α. Then, inserting (35) and the above formula for a(u) into
(26), we obtain that

b(u) =

(
Γ

(
1 +

n

p

)
α

p

) 1
n+p

ρ(u)−1 =

(
β

p

) 1
p

ρ(u)−1, where β = p

(
Γ

(
1 +

n

p

)
α

p

) p
n+p

.

We then have that

g(|x|u) = αe
−β

p

(

|x|
ρ(u)

)p

.

Again identifying u = x/|x| and using the (−1)-homogeneity of ρ yields the claimed formula
for the equality case. �

With the necessary preparation completed, we can now prove Theorem 1.1.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Let X and Y be two random vectors, one on Mn,m(R) and one on
R
n, respectively, each with finite moment of order p and densities f and g, respectively.

Consider the (nm+ p)th Ball body of f and the (n+ p)th Ball body of g. Then, from (18),
one has that ∫

Snm−1

ρKf (nm+p)(U)nm+pdU =

∫

Mn,m(R)
|A|pf(A)dA < ∞

and ∫

Sn−1

ρKg(n+p)(u)
n+pdu =

∫

Rn

|x|pg(x)dx < ∞.

Additionally, one has from polar coordinates that E[hQ(X
tY)p] given by (4) satisfies the

inequality

E[hQ(X
tY)p] =

∫

Sn−1

∫

Snm−1

hQ(U
tu)pρKf (nm+p)(U)nm+pρKg(n+p)(u)

n+pdUdu

≥
‖ρnm+p

Kf (nm+p)‖L
nm

nm+p (Snm−1)
‖ρn+p

Kg(n+p)‖L
n

n+p (Sn−1)

(n voln(Bn
2 ))

n+p
n

(
nm volnm(Π◦

Q,pB
n
2 )
) p

nm

,
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where we used Theorem 1.2 in the last line. Next, observe that

‖ρnm+p
Kf (nm+p)‖L

nm
nm+p (Snm−1)

=

(∫

Snm−1

ρKf (nm+p)(U)nmdU

)nm+p
nm

= (nm volnm(Kf (nm+ p)))
nm+p
nm ,

and, similarly,

‖ρn+p
Kg(n+p)‖L

n
n+p (Sn−1)

=

(∫

Sn−1

ρKg(n+p)(u)
ndu

)n+p
n

= (n voln(Kg(n+ p)))
n+p
n .

Inserting this, we have

E[hQ(X
tY)p] ≥ (n voln(B

n
2 ))

−n+p
n

(
nm volnm(Π◦

Q,pB
n
2 )
)− p

nm

× (nm volnm(Kf (nm+ p)))
nm+p
nm (n voln(Kg(n+ p)))

n+p
n .

We then complete the proof of the inequality by invoking Proposition 3.2. We note that,
when applying the proposition to the function f on Mn,m(R), we must take λ > nm

nm+p .

As for the equality conditions, we must have equality in our use of Theorem 1.2. Thus,
we have

ρKg(n+p)(u) = c1|A
tu|−1 and ρKf (nm+p)(U) = c2‖A

−1U‖−1
Π◦

Q,p
Bn

2
.

for some c1, c2 > 0 and A ∈ GLn(R). Then, the claim follows from the equality conditions
of Proposition 3.2. �

It was shown [37] that Π◦
Q,∞K exists and that as p → ∞, Π◦

Q,pK → Π◦
Q,∞K continuously

in any meaningful sense of the word (e.g. in the Hausdorff metric, or the point-wise con-
vergence of their gauges). Recall the definition of λ-Rényi from (1). If L ⊂ Mn,m(R)
and K ⊂ R

n are compact sets, X is the random variable with density χL/ volnm(L),

and Y is the random variable with density χK/ voln(K), then N∞(X) = volnm(L)
1

nm and

N∞(Y) = voln(K)
1
n . One can verify that

lim
p→∞

lim
λ→∞

D
n
p

n,p,λ = lim
p→∞

D
n
p
n,p = n.

Therefore, by sending p → ∞ and λ → ∞ in Theorem 1.1, we obtain the following
corollary, which extends on the m = 1 case when Q is a symmetric interval by Lutwak,
Yang and Zhang [62].

Corollary 3.4. Let L ⊂ Mn,m(R) and K ⊂ R
n be compact sets and Q ∈ Km

o be such that
either L or Q is origin-symmetric. Then,

(voln(B
n
2 ))

m(volnm(Π◦
Q,∞Bn

2 )) max
A∈L,v∈K

hQ(A
tv)nm ≥ volnm(L) voln(K)m.
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4. Other related inequalities

While not strictly necessary, we take a moment to show that voln(Kg(n + p)) is finite
when the random variable with density g has finite moment of order p. Indeed, this follows
from Jensen’s inequality:

(n voln(Kg(n+ p)))
n+p
n = (nωn)

n+p
n

(∫

Sn−1

ρKg(n+p)(u)
n du

nωn

)n+p
n

≤ (nωn)
n+p
n

∫

Sn−1

ρKg(n+p)(u)
n+p du

nωn

= (nωn)
p
n

∫

Rn

|y|pg(y)dy.

(37)

Note that there is equality if and only if ρKg(n+p) is constant on S
n−1 almost everywhere,

i.e. Kg(n+p) is a Euclidean ball, up to sets of measure zero. This occurs when g(y) = q(|y|)
for some nonnegative function q on R. The random variable Y with density g is said to be
spherically contoured. The expected pth moment of a random variable Y with density g is
precisely

E(|Y|p) =

∫

Rn

|y|pg(y)dy,

and so combining (37) with Proposition 3.2 yields the following inequality: fix p ≥ 1 and
λ > n

n+p . Let Z be the standard generalized Gaussian random vector associated with (p, λ).

Then, if Y is a random vector with finite moment of order p, one has

(38)
E(|Y|p)

E(|Z|p)
≥

(
Nλ(Y)

Nλ(Z)

)p

,

with equality when Y = tZ. This had been established previously in [62, 65, 68].
We conclude by establishing some other moment-entropy-type inequalities. As we will

see, these inequalities do not occur in the space of matrices, but, instead, are induced on R
n

by the structure on Mn,m(R) and an origin-symmetric convex body Q ∈ Km
o . We must first

recall the previously established situations for when Q = [−1, 1]. In [59], an affine invariant
version of (38) was established. If p > 0 and Y is a random vector on R

n with finite pth
moment, its affine pth moment is precisely

Mp(Y) = (nωn)
n+p
n

((
2ωn−2+p

ωp−1

)n
p
∫

Sn−1

EY(|Y · u|p)−
n
p
du

nωn

)− p
n

.

It then holds from Hölder’s inequality that Mp(Y) ≤ E(|Y|p) with equality when Y is
spherically contoured and it was also shown that

Mp(Y)

Nλ(Y)p
≥ Dn,p,λ,

with equality obtained only when Y is a generalized Gaussian random vector.
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Let Q ∈ Km
o and p > 0. For a random vector Y on R

n, we define its affine (Lp, Q)
moment as

MQ,p(Y) = (nωn)
n+p
n

(
ωnm

volnm(Π◦
Q,pB

n
2)

∫

Snm−1

EY(hQ(U
tY)p)−

nm
p

dU

nmωnm

)− p
nm

.

Theorem 4.1. Fix m,n ∈ N and p ≥ 1. Suppose Q ∈ Km
(o) is origin-symmetric and

λ ≥ nm
nm+p . Let Y be a random vector with finite pth moment. Then, it holds

MQ,p(Y)

Nλ(Y)p
≥ Dn,p,λ.

Proof. In [62, Lemma 4.1], the following extension of the dual Minkowski’s first inequality
(20) to random vectors was established; as a special case one obtains, if p > 0, λ > nm

nm+p

and X and Y are random vectors on Mn,m(R) and R
n respectively with finite pth moment,

then

(39)

∫

Mn,m(R)
EY(hQ(X

tY)p)fX(X)dX≥Nλ(X)
pDnm,p,λ

(∫

Snm−1

EY(hQ(U
tY)p)−

nm
p dU

)− p
nm

,

with equality if and only if there exists a, b > 0 such that

(40) fX(A) = bpp,λ

(
aEY(hQ(A

tY)p)
1
p

)
.

Define

c = D
− 1

p

nm,p,λ

(
(nωn)

n+p
p
(
nm volnm(Π◦

Q,pB
n
2)
) 1

m

) 1
n

.

By performing Fubini’s theorem on (39), we obtain

(41)

∫

Rn

EX(hQ(X
tY)p)g(Y)dY ≥ MQ,p(Y)

whenever Nλ(X) = c. Still using the choice of f from (40) and normalizing X so that
Nλ(X) = c holds, we have equality in (41). But the left-hand side of (41) is precisely
E(hQ(X

tY)p). Therefore, we obtain the claim from Theorem 1.1. �

Another important inequality is the Fisher information inequality: for a random vector
Y on R

n with finite first moment, it holds

N1(Y)Φ(Y) ≥ 2πne,

with equality if and only if Y is a standard Gaussian random vector. Here, Φ(Y) is the
Fisher information of Y, which is given by

Φ(Y) =

∫

Rn

g−1
Y (y)|∇gY(y)|dy,

where gY is the density of Y. In [58], Lutwak, Lv, Yang and Zhang generalized the Fisher
information inequality to the parameters (p, λ). For a random vector Y with density gY , its
λ-score is given by

Yλ = gλ−2
Y (Y)∇gY (Y),



20 LANGHARST

and its (p, λ)-Fisher information is given by

Φp,λ(Y) = EY(|Yλ|
p).

The classical case is when p = 2, λ = 1. The quantity Φp,λ(Y) is not affine invariant. They
also defined the affine (p, λ)-Fisher information as

Ψp,λ(Y) = Mp(Yλ).

The main result of Lutwak, Lv, Yang and Zhang is the following affine (p, λ)-Fisher infor-
mation inequality [58, Theorem 8.2]: suppose Y is a random vector, 1 ≤ p < n and λ ≥ n−1

n .
Then, it holds

Ψp,λ(Y)Nλ(Y)
p((λ−1)n+1) ≥ Φp,λ(Z)Nλ(Z)p((λ−1)n+1),

with equality if and only if Y is a generalized Gaussian associated with (p, λ). Since
Ψp,λ(Y) ≤ Φp,λ(Y), this implies the inequality

Φp,λ(Y)Nλ(Y)
p((λ−1)n+1) ≥ Φp,λ(Z)Nλ(Z)p((λ−1)n+1),

with equality if and only if Y is a standard generalized Gaussian associated with (p, λ).
Following their path, we define for a random vector Y on R

n its affine (Q, p, λ)-Fisher
information

ΨQ,p,λ(Y) = MQ,p(Yλ).

Recall the definition of the LY Z body of a weakly differentiable function w from (7). By

defining the function w = g
λ−1+ 1

p

Y , we deduce that

ΨQ,p,λ(Y) =

(
λ− 1 +

1

p

)−p

volnm
(
Π◦

Q,p〈w〉p
)− p

nm .

Following the idea of the proof of [58, Theorem 8.2], set r = 1
λ−1+ 1

p

, and define the param-

eters q and s via (10) and (11). Then, one has the identities

‖w‖1−s
Lq(Rn) = Nλ(Y)

−((λ−1)n+1) and ‖w‖sLr(Rn) = 1.

The following theorem then follows from (14).

Theorem 4.2. Fix n,m ∈ R. Let 1 ≤ p < n and λ ≥ 1 − 1
n . Suppose Q ∈ Km

o is
origin-symmetric. Then,

ΨQ,p,λ(Y)Nλ(Y)
p((λ−1)n+1) ≥ volnm(Π◦

Q,pB
n
2 )

− p
nm (nωn)

−1

(
c(n, r, p)

λ− 1 + 1
p

)p

,

where c(n, r, p) is the sharp constant from (13). There is equality if and only if Y is a
generalized Gaussian.
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equalities. J. Funct. Anal. 278, 2 (2020), 108319, 18.

[36] Haddad, J. E., Langharst, D., Putterman, E., Roysdon, M., and Ye, D. Affine isoperimetric
inequalities for higher-order projection and centroid bodies. Preprint, arXiv:2304.07859 (2023).

[37] Haddad, J. E., Langharst, D., Putterman, E., Roysdon, M., and Ye, D. Higher order Lp

isoperimetric and Sobolev inequalities. J. Funct. Anal. 288 (2025), 110722.
[38] Hu, J. The gaussian log-minkowski problem. Preprint, arxiv: 2401.08427 (2024).
[39] Huang, Q., Li, A.-J., Xi, D., and Ye, D. On the sine polarity and the Lp-sine Blaschke-Santaló
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