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Abstract

Affine invariant points and maps for sets were introduced by Griinbaum to study the
symmetry structure of convex sets. We extend these notions to a functional setting. The
role of symmetry of the set is now taken by evenness of the function. We show that among
the examples for affine invariant points are the classical center of gravity of a log-concave
function and its Santalé point. We also show that the recently introduced floating functions
and the John- and Lowner functions are examples of affine invariant maps. Their centers
provide new examples of affine invariant points for log-concave functions.

1 Introduction

Affine invariant quantities are central in affine differential geometry and convex geometry and
they and their associated inequalities have far reaching consequences for many other areas of
mathematics. So, not surprisingly, the recent surge in the study of new affine invariants has
contributed greatly to recent progress in understanding structural properties of convex bodies
and resulted in numerous applications, from approximation of convex bodies by polytopes
[20, 2T, [75 R4], to statistics [67], to information theory [25] 59, 60, 61, [72 02] O3] and even
quantum information theory [7,[8, [9]. Examples of such new invariants are the L,-affine surface
areas of the L,-Brunn Minkowski theory, initiated by Lutwak in his groundbreaking paper [58],

see also [44] 56 [62] 85, 88, [94], the Orlicz Brunn Minkowski theory [40l 95 [96], the theory of
valuations [43] 65l [57, 86] [87] and the theory of Fourier transformation (see e.g., Koldobsky’s

book [50]).

Affine invariant quantities are intimately related to a choice of position of a convex body.
The right choice of position is important for the study the related isoperimetric inequalities.
These positions include the isotropic position, which arose from classical mechanics of the 19th
century and which is related to a famous open problem in convex geometry, the hyperplane
conjecture (see, e.g., the survey [49]). For a very long time the best results available there were
due to Bourgain [22] and Klartag [48]. Recent progress has been made by Chen [29]. Other
positions are the John position, also called maximal volume ellipsoid position and the Lowner
position, also called minimal volume ellipsoid position. John and Lowner position are related
to the Brascamp-Lieb inequality and its reverse [111 [15], to K. Ball’s sharp reverse isoperimetric
inequality [12], to the notion of volume ratio [89] [91], which is defined as the n-th root of the
volume of a convex body divided by the volume of its John ellipsoid and which finds applications
in functional analysis and Banach space theory [23] 411, 81 [91]. John and Léwner position are
even relevant in quantum information theory [7, [8] [90].

A key structural property of convex bodies is that of symmetry. It is relevant in many
problems. We only mention the celebrated Blaschke Santalé inequality and its reverse, the
Mahler conjecture, about the the minimal volume product of polar reciprocal convex bodies.

*Keywords: 2010 Mathematics Subject Classification: 52A20, 46N 10
TPartially by ERC grant ERC-770127
tPartially supported by NSF grant DMS-1811146 and by a Simons Fellowship


http://arxiv.org/abs/2010.10889v2

Mahler’s conjecture is still open in dimensions 4 and higher. See e.g., [23 [37, [45] [68| [69, [74]
for partial results. A systematic study of symmetry was initiated by Griinbaum in his seminal
paper [42]. The symmetry structure of convex bodies is closely related to the affine structure
of the bodies. Indeed, the crucial notion in Griinbaums’s work is an affine notion, that of affine
invariant point. The centroid and the Santal6 point of convex bodies (with respect to which the
volume of the polar body attains a minimum) are classical examples of affine invariant points.
It is this notion that allows to analyze the symmetry situation. In a nutshell: the more affine
invariant points, the fewer symmetries. Griinbaums’s work has been further developed recently
in [63 [64], [65].

Probabilisitic methods have become extremely useful in convex geometry. In this context,
log-concave functions arise naturally from the uniform measure on convex bodies. Extensive
research has been devoted within the last ten years to extend the concepts and inequalities
from convex bodies to the setting of functions. In fact, it was observed early that the Prékopa-
Leindler inequality (see, e.g., [39, [71], [73]) is the functional analog of the Brunn-Minkowski
inequality (see, e.g., [38]) for convex bodies. Much progress has been made since and functional
analogs of many other geometric notions and inequalities were established. Among them are
the functional Blaschke-Santal inequality [5l 10, 85 [52] and its reverse [36], a functional affine
isoperimetric inequality for log-concave functions which can be viewed as an inverse log-Sobolev
inequality for entropy [0 27], Alexandrov-Fenchel type inequalities [26] [70], functional analogs
of the floating body [53], John ellipsoids [2] [46] and Lowner ellipsoids [3] 54] and a theory of
valuations, an important concept for convex bodies (e.g., [43], 55l 56 571 [86l 87]), is currently
being developed in the functional setting, e.g., [32] [33] [66]. More examples can be found in e.g.,
[, 28, (30, [311, 38| B11 [77, [7]]).

In this paper, we extend the notion of affine invariant point and affine invariant map to the
functional setting. We start out by laying the groundwork and provide the needed tools. We
then put forward the definitions of affine contravariant points and affine covariant mappings
for log-concave functions and establish some of their basic properties. For instance, the role of
symmetry in the setting of convex bodies is now taken by the notion of evenness in the functional
setting. We show that the centroid and the Santalé point of a log-concave function are examples
of the affine contravariant points and that the newly developed notions of floating function [53],
John function [2] and Lowner function [54] are examples of affine covariant mappings. This
leads naturally to new affine contravariant points.

2 Notation and preliminaries

Throughout the paper we will use the following notations.
The set of all non-singular affine transformations on R"” is written as A,

A={A=T+a:T € GL(n),a € R"}.
The action of an affine transformation A : R — R"™ on a function f : R® — R is defined as

Af(x) = f(Az).

For z € R", let S, be a translation of a function by z, that is, for a function f,
(S:f)(@) = flz+2) (1)
For s € R and a function f: R"™ — R, we denote by

Gi(s) ={z eR": f(x) > s} (2)



the super-level sets of f and by epi(f) the epigraph of the function f,
epi(f) = {(z,y) e R"™ sz € R,y > f(x)}.

Let K be a convex body in R”, i.e., a convex compact subset K of R™ with nonempty interior,
int(K). We denote by vol,, (K), or simply |K]|, the volume of K and by ux the usual surface
measure on JK, the boundary of K. It is the restriction of the n — 1 dimensional Hausdorff
measure to 0K. For convex bodies K and L, their Hausdorff distance is

dg(K,L)=min{e : K C L+¢B},L C K +¢Bj}, (3)

where BY is the Euclidean unit ball. BZ(a,r) is the Euclidean ball centered at a with radius
r. We write BY(r) = B5(0,r). By || - | we denote the Euclidean norm on R™. For a linear
operator T : R¥ — R™ the operator norm is given by

ITllop = sup || T]]. (4)
el <1

A function f : R™ — R is said to be log-concave if it is of the form f(z) = e~%(*) where
¥ R™ — RU{oo} is a convex function. We always consider in this paper log-concave functions
that are upper semi continuous, integrable and non-degenerate, i.e., the interior of the support
of f is non-empty, int(suppf) # (. This then implies that 0 < [, fdz = || f||1 < co. Without
loss of generality we may assume that 0 € int(suppf). Since int(suppf) # @ the function 1) is
proper, i.e. ¥(z) < oo for at least one x.

We will denote by LC(R™) or, in short, by LC, the set of non-degenerate, upper semi
continuous, integrable, log-concave functions f, such that v is proper, equipped with the L;-
norm,

LC={f=e¢Y:R" R, 0<|f|:< o0} (5)

We will also need the Legendre transform which we recall now. Let z € R™ and let 9 :
R™ — R U {oo} be a convex function. Then

L.(y) = sup [(x — 2,y — 2) — ¥(z)] (6)

‘/EER’VL
is the Legendre transform of v with respect to z [5,[35] . If f = e~ ¥ is log-concave, then
—(z—z,y—2)
e
(y)= inf ——— = ¢ £¥) 7
() e T (7)
is called the dual or polar function of f with respect to z. In particular, when z = 0,
e—(@.y)

o _ inf — 6*50%1’(7!)
Iy zesupp(f) f(x)

)

where Lg, also denoted by L for simplicity, is the standard Legendre transform.
In the next lemma we collect several well known properties of the generalized Legendre
transform. They can be found in e.g., [5] and [35].

Lemma 1. Let ¢ : R” — RU{oc} be a convex function. Let S, be as in {d). Then
(i) L and L, are involutions, that is, L(LY) = and L,(L.Y) = .

(ii) L, =8S_.,0Lo0S,.

fiii) L(S.0)(y) = Lo — (2,y).

(iv) Legendre transform reverses the oder relation, i.e., if 11 < 1o, then Lip1 > Libs.



We now list some basic well-known facts on log-concave functions which will be used through-
out the paper. More on log-concave functions can be found in e.g., [76].

Lemma 2. [5{] If f is a non-degenerate integrable log-concave function, then G(t) is convex
and compact and has affine dimension n, for 0 <t < | fllco-

A proof of Lemma[2 can be found for instance in [54].

The following fact is a direct corollary of the functional Blaschke-Santalé inequality [5l [10] and
the functional reverse Santalé inequality [36, [47].

Lemma 3. Let f = e~ be a non-degenerate, integrable, log-concave function such that 0 is
in the interior of the support of f. Then f° is again a non-degenerate, integrable log-concave
function and thus 0 < fR" fe(x)dx < oco. Furthermore, f* is again a non-degenerate, integrable
log-concave function, i.e., 0 < fRn f#(x)dz < oo, provided that z is in the interior of supp(f).

A proof of the following two lemmas can be found in [54]. There, and elsewhere, we denote
for a function f by ||f|lp, 1 < p < o0, its Ly-norm.

Lemma 4. [5]] Let (fm)men be a sequence of integrable, log-concave functions that converges
pointwise to the integrable log-concave function f. Then, for every s with 0 < s < ||f|lcc the
sequence of super-level sets (Gy,, (s))55=1 converges in Hausdorff metric to the super-level set

Gy(s).

Lemma 5. [5]] Let (fm)men and [ be integrable log-concave functions such that fm, — f
pointwise on R™ \ Osupp(f). Then || f2llcc = 1|1 f°lco-

The next lemma is Exercise 10, p. 187 of Folland [34].

Lemma 6. [3)] Suppose 1 < p < co. If fn,f € LP and f, — f a.e., then | fn — fll, = 0 iff
[fally = 1115

Lemma 7. [76] Let ¢ be a convex function on R™. Then 1) is continuous on the interior of its
domain.

The following lemma is a consequence of known facts on convergence of convex and log-concave
functions (see [76]) and Lemma 3.2 of [5].

Lemma 8. Let (f,)°_, and f be non-degenerate integrable log-concave functions. Let (% )men
and x be in the interior of supp(f). Then we have

(i) The sequence (fm)ee_y converges in Ly to f if and only if (fim)se—; converges pointwise to
f on R™\ Osupp(f).

(i) If the sequence (fm)5o_q converges pointwise to f on R™ \ dsupp(f), then (fm)oo_, con-
verges uniformly on the compact subsets of supp(f) to f.

(iii) If the sequence (fm)S°_, converges pointwise on R™ \ Osupp(f) to f and if the sequence
()22_1 converges in R™ to x, then the sequence (fZm)S°_, converges pointwise on R™ \
Osupp(f) to f* In particular, the sequence (f2,)59_1 converges in Ly to f°.

3 Affine contravariant points and covariant mappings for
log-concave functions

3.1 The Definitions

Griinbaum [42] (see also Meyer, Schiitt and Werner [63]) gave definitions of affine invariant
points and affine invariant maps for convex bodies. We now extend those definitions to func-
tions. While they can be defined for any function, we will concentrate in this section on



log-concave functions and thus restrict the definition to this class. Note also that formally
affine invariant points are maps.
We start with the definition of affine contravariant points for log-concave functions.

Definition 1. A map p: LC — R"™ is called an affine contravariant point, if p is continuous
and if for every nonsingular affine map A : R™ — R"™ one has

p(Af) = A7 p(f)). (®)

Continuity in this definition means that p(f,,) — p(f) whenever f,,, f € LC and the sequence
(fm)men converges to f in the Li-norm.
We put B be the set of affine contravariant points on LC,

B={p: LC — R"} p is an affine contravariant point}, (9)

and for a fixed function f € LC,

B(f) ={p(f) :p P} (10)

Remark 1. (i) The notion of affine invariant point for log-concave functions is an extension
of the concept of affine invariant points for convex bodies given in [42] [63]. Indeed, let

fl@) = 1x(z) = e 5@ where Ix(z) = {go xig

be the characteristic function of a convex set K C R™. By Definition [I] we get for every affine
map A : R™ — R™ and every affine contravariant point p,

A (p(1k)) =p(A - 1k) =p(La-1k).

(ii) Note that if Af = f for some affine map A : R™ — R™ and f € LC, then for every p € B,
one has

p(f) =p(Af) = A7 (p()))-
It follows that if f is even, i.e., f(z) = f(—z) for all z, then we get with A : x — —z that

p(f) = —p(f) for every p € P and hence B(f) = {0}.

Thus even functions only have one affine contravariant point and therefore, within the class of
functions, play the role that symmetric convex bodies have in the class of convex bodies, as for
those the center of symmetry is the only affine invariant point.

Next, we introduce the notion of affine covariant mappings for functions. There, continuity of
amap P : LC — LC means that Pf,, converges to Pf in Li-norm whenever f, f,,, m € N,
are functions in LC such that f,, — f in L;-norm.

Again, affine covariant mappings can be defined for any function, but we will concentrate on
log-concave functions.

Definition 2. A map P : LC — LC is called an affine covariant mapping (for functions), if
P is continuous and if for every nonsingular affine map A of R™, one has

P(Af) = A(P(f)) (11)
We denote by 2 the set of affine covariant function mappings,

A={{P:LC — LC‘P is affine invariant and continuous}. (12)



Remark 2. (i) It is easy to see that if A € R, p,q € B and P € 2, then po P € P and
(I1=X)p+ Mg € PB. Thus, B is an affine space and for every f € LC, P(f) is an affine subspace
of R™. Moreover, for P,Q € 2, the maps

f=(PoQ)(f), (1=XNP(f)+AQ(f) and sup[P,Q|(f) = sup[P(f), (/)]

are affine covariant mappings for functions. In that way we can obtain many more examples of
affine contravariant points and affine covariant mappings.

(ii) Properties (8) and () imply in particular that for every translation S,, by a fixed vector
Zo, Szo(x) = T + 0, and for every f € LC,

(a0 f) = 85 p(f) = p(f) — w0, for every p € P, (13)

provided x + xo € supp(f) and
P(f(z+z0)) = P(Ty, f(2)) = Too (P(f))(2) = (P(f))(x + x0), for every P e, (14)

provided x + x¢ € supp(f) Nsupp(P(f)).

3.2 Centroid and Santal6 point

Lemma 9. Let f € LC and let (fn)55_1 be a sequence in LC' that converges in Ly to f. Then
there are t € R and p > 0 such that for all m € N and all z € R"

fm(x) <exp (—% + t) . (15)
Proof. By Lemma Ml the sequence of sets
{z[¢m(z) < ¥(0) +2}
converges for m — oo in the Hausdorff metric to
{zly(z) < ¥(0) +2}.
As 0 is in the interior of the domain of 1, there is p > 0 and mg such that for all m > my
{wlom (@) < 1(0) +2} € B3 (§) (16)
and, using Lemma [§]
[ (0) —~ 0(0)] < 7. (1)
We show that for all z with ||z]| > p and all m > my,

mwwz¥?+wm» (18)

which then means that we have established (IT) for all ||z| > p.
Suppose that ., (z) < ”—2” + 9(0) for some z with ||z|| > p. Then by convexity

o (2) < hrtmte) + (1= 725 ) wm ) (19)



Since ||ﬁx|| = p, it follows by (I€) that

P
]

z ¢ {z[Ym(z) < ¥(0) + 2}
Therefore

$(0) +2 < Y (ﬁx) . (20)
Hence, by ([3) and (20)

Y(0) +2 < ¥m (ﬁx) < ﬁwm@) + (1 - ﬁ) ¥ (0)

By the assumption ¢, (z) < @ +9(0)

P _ P
and by (I7)
- _ P 1y .5
P(0)+2<1+ ||96”1/)(0) + <1 ||:v||) (1/1(0) + 4> 1 + (0).

This is a contradiction. Thus (8] holds.

Now we have to consider what happens for z with ||z|| < p. Since the sequence (fn)50_,
converges to f in Ly, by Lemmas B [ and Bl the sequence (|| fmlloo)So—; converges to || f]|co-
Therefore, there is my € N such that for all m > my,

max |fm(x)] <14+ max |[f(x)].
|\I|\§p|f @) |\I|\§p|f( )

It follows for all z with ||z|| < p

A

Fm2) < o |fm(2)] < <1+ max |f(3:)|> exp G@ + 1>

lzll<p
= exp (—M +1+1n (1 + max |f(3:)|>>
p llzlI<p
< exp (—M + 1+ max |f(a:)|) .
p lzli<p
Thus we have established ([I3]). O

We now present some classical examples of affine contravariant points for functions.
We recall the definition of the centroid g(f) of a function f. Provided it exists, it is defined as
xf(z)dx
9(f) = Lot

[ f(z)dx

For log concave functions the centroid is well defined. We also recall the definition of the Santald
point s(f) of a function f € LC [5], [35]. It is the unique point for which

min / [ (y)dy (22)

is attained. Note that Santalé point must be attained in the interior of supp(f) because
otherwise the integral will be oco.

(21)

We shall show that the centroid and the Santalé point are affine contra-variant points for
log-concave functions.



Proposition 1. Let f € LC.
(i) The centroid g(f)is an affine contravariant point.
(i) The Santald point s(f) is an affine contravariant point.

Proof. (i) As noted above, for f € LC, g(f) exists. Moreover, it is easy to see that g(Af) =
A=Y (g(f)) for all affine transformations A.

Let now f be a log concave function and let (f,,)>°_; be a sequence of log concave functions
that converges to f in the Li-norm. Thus, for ¢ > 0 given, ||f|1 —& < | fml1 < ||f]l1 + ¢, for
m large enough. Then

) | [afdel) [1f = ful do+ [ £1l f 2(F@)  fun(@))da]
lo(7) = g(Fmll < 7L - )

By Lemma [ there is ¢, mg and p > 0 such that for all m > mg and for all z, we have

Jo(f(2) = (@]l < 2] exp <—M ; t>

The function on the right side is integrable. Therefore we can apply the Dominated Convergence
Theorem to the sequence on the left side. For almost all z we have

Tim[a(f (@) ~ fn(2))]| = 0.

(ii) First we shall show that for any non degenerate affine transform A = T + a where
T € GL(n),a € R™, we have that s(Af) = A~1s(f).
Let zo = s(Af), 21 = s(f). We put u = Az = Tx + a, i.e., z = T~ !(u — a), and obtain

/ . f e (LE z20,Y ZO>d / . f e_<T l(u a) 20,Y ZO>d
m —_— = m
z€supp(Af) f(AI) 4 uesupp(f) f(u) 4

—(T™ u—z0,y—20) _
/ inf ¢ efT 1“’y_zo>dy

/ (Af) (y)dy

u€supp(f) f(u)
—(T Y u—Tz0),y—z
- / e 0T g,
u€esupp(f) f(u)
—(u—Tzo, (T~ (y—=
- / g T O ey g,
u€supp(f) f(uw)

Now we introduce w € R™ so that
(T~ Y (y — 20) = w — Tz — a.

So (T Yty =w—Tz—a+ (T 2. Hence y = T'w—T"Tzy—T'a+ 2o and dy = | det T?|dw =
| det T'|dw. With that change of variable, we continue the calculation above as follows,

—(u—Tzo,w—Tzp—a)
e (u 0> 0 -1 t, gt _ it
/ inf T aTtw=T"Tz0=T"a) | et T|dw

uesupp f(u)
(u—Tzo,w—Tz0—a)
= |det T / inf elaw=Tz0—a) g,
u€supp f(u)
(u—Tzo—a,w—Tzo—a)
detT / inf dw
| | uesupp f(u)
(u—Azg,w—Azp)
detT inf —dw
= | /uebupp f(u)

= |det T / A% (w)dw > | det T| / 7 (w)dw



Altogether we have
Jeansway = deet) [ wdw, (23)
Next we look at [ f**(w)dw more closely. By definition,
. . o—{z—z1w—21)
/ f ) = / vemmtn) @)
We put x = A = T¢ + a. Then the above integral equals

—(T(+T " (a—21)),w—21)

—(
e e

inf dw = inf dw.
/EGsupp(Af) Af() /éesupp(Af) Af(€)

§+T71(ale),Tt(w7z1)>

Now let zo = T~1(z; — a), that is, z; = T'22 + a. Furthermore, we let
v=T"w—21) + 20 =T"(w— Tz — a) + 2.
Therefore dv = | det T'|dw and the latter integral equals

e~ (E—22,u—22))

1 , o .
| det T'| /geSi;fg(Af) a5 TdeT] /(Af> (v)dv.

Consequently, with (23)

Jeansway = ae) [ £ @ido = [ 9= a 4)

On the other hand, it’s trivially true that [(Af)* < [(Af)** by the definition of the Santald
point. Therefore,

Jeanswais= [ @
and it follows from the uniqueness of the Santal6é point that zg = zo. Consequently,
s(Af)=20=2=T""(z1—a) =T (s(f)) =T 'a= A" (s()).

Now we shall prove the continuity of the Santalé point. Let (f)men be a sequence of log-
concave functions that converges to f in L. We assume that the sequence (s(f))men does
not converge to s(f). Then there are two cases. The first case is that

Tim_[s(fun)]| = o0, (25)
By the definition of the Santalé point, we have for all m € N,
[ s @n < [ 1o (@)
and thus by Lemma
lim [ f2Um) < lim [ 20 = /f5<f> < 0. (26)
m—r oo m— 00
It follows from the definition of the Legendre transform (6]) that,

LY(y) = mseuﬂgl[@ —2,y—2) = Y@)] = —(2,y — 2) + Lo(y — 2),



and
e S S i N A R S i
m z€supp(fm) fm($) zesupp(fm) fm(;[;)

= Jaly = s(a))el v,

/fS(fm dy*/f els(fm)sw) 10

We can assume without loss of generality that 0 € int(supp(f)). We choose p > 0 such that
the closed ball BY(p) C int(supp(f)). Since the integrands in the above integrals are positive,

fm > (fwn)fw)'ﬂ i
/fm i /f {weBs (D):(rxfmn %) 5}(w)dw

By Lemma [§] the sequence (f2,)5°_; converges uniformly to f° on the closed ball BY(p). Hence
there exists mo € N such that for all m > mg and all w € BZ(p)

Therefore,

Foulw) > g min {7°(0) - v € B3 (o)}

Moreover, for n > 2, for all § with ||0|| = 1,

b, (fwe s (0.2) 2 1) 2 vol, ({we mp: (0.7 ) > T and Jui) > 2

o) () (- () 2w ()

Therefore

/f {WEB"(P”m p>>2}( w)dw

> Hletin] (%) min{f*(v) : v € B (p)} o vobuo1 (B3 ™)

If m tends to infinity the right hand side goes to infinity by assumption (25). This in turn
implies that

lim [ f3Un)(w)dw = oo,
m—r oo

contradicting (28]).
The second case is that there is a converging subsequence (s(f,))jen such that

im s(fm;) = so 7# s(f)- (27)

Jj—o0

First we observe that so € int(supp(f)). Otherwise, as by Lemma 8 [ f*(/) = lim,,, ffS(Jf
we have, again using Lemma [§]

/fS(f do = lim /fs D(x)dz > Jim /fnffm :/fsf’(ﬂﬂ)dwzoo

which leads to a contradiction. We show next that

‘]*}OO

lim [ foUm) (2)de = / £ (z)dx. (28)

10



Then by Lemma [§]

[ @i = i [0 @de = [ 540 (@)da

which contradicts the uniqueness of the Santal6 point. Thus it is enough to show ([28). B
Lemma [§]

lim f,fl(f)(a:)da::/fs(f)(:r)dx

J—o0

By the definition of the Santalé point we have for all j € N

[ @i = [ £ @

lim fﬁl(f) )dx > lim /fmjm

j—o0 j—o0

and therefore by Lemma

Again by Lemma [

/ FO @) = i / fiD @)da > Tim / o) (2)da = / F* (@)do > / 70 (2)da

This shows that [ D (2)de = J f*°(z)dz. Thus by uniqueness of the Santalé point, we get
that so = s(f), contradlctlng @D). O

In the next sections we study the Lowner function [54], the John function [2] and the floating
function [53] of a log-concave function. The importance of the Lowner- and John ellipsoids in
the context of convex bodies was already outlined in the introduction. Convex floating bodies
were introduced independently by Bardny and Larman [I3] and Schiitt and Werner [82]. They
provide a way to extend the important notion of affine surface area (see e.g., [19, 58]) to all
convex bodies [82]. By now floating bodies are widely used, e.g., in differential geometry [I7, 18],
approximation theory [I3] [16] [80], data science [24] [67, 4] and even economics [I4]. Loéwner-
and John functions and floating functions serve a similar purpose within the functional setting
[2, 54, B3].

4  The floating function of a log-concave function

We start by giving the definition of the floating function for a log-concave function, which was
introduced in [53]. First we recall the definition of floating set, which was also introduced in
[53]. H is a hyperplane and H* and H ™~ are the two half-spaces determined by this hyperplane.

Definition 3. [53] Let C be a closed convex subset of R™ with non-empty interior. For § >0
and a finite measure m on C, the floating set Cs is defined by

Cs=({H" :vol, (H"NC) <5m(C)}.

The floating set is used to define the floating function of a convex function and a log-concave
function.
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Definition 4. [53] Let ¢ : R™ — RU {00} be a convez function and f(x) = exp(—(z)) be an
integrable log-concave function. Let epi(i)) be its epigraph and 6 > 0.
(i) The floating function of ¥ is defined to be this function s such that

epi (vs) = (epi(v))s = ﬂ {HJr s volyyq (H7 N epi(w)) <4 eqb(x)dx} . (29)

Rn
(i) The floating function fs of [ is defined as

fs(x) = exp (—1s(2)) - (30)
The floating function is again a log-concave function. Denote bu dom the domain of . For all

x ¢ ddom() we have 1(x) < 1s(x). If f = e ¥ is integrable, then fs is also integrable as

fs(x)dx = / e V@ dy < / e V@ dy = f(z)dz < . (31)
R" n n R"

Lemma 10. Let ¢ : R® — R U {0} be a convex function. Then we have for all xo in the
interior of the domain of 1,

Ys(xo) = sup  a— (u,xo) (32)
(u,a) ER™ xR

where the supremum is taken over all (u,a(u)) such that
max{0,a — (z,u) —Y(x)}de =6 | e Vdu, (33)
R'Vl R'Vl
where max{0, « — (x,u) — Y(x)} = 0 if P(z) = co.
Proof. For (u,un+1) € R"! with |(u,un41)]| = 1 and B € R there is a hyperplane H =
{z|{x,u) + Unt12Zn41 = B}. Then

epi(vs) =) {H* :volyy1 (H™ Nepi(e)) <6 e—wmdx}

Rn

where

H™ = ((@001): 10 + i < 8) = {@mn) v < 2= (o)),

)
Un+1 Un+1

We may assume that u,11 7# 0 because otherwise vol, 1 (H~ Nepi(y))) = oo. Renaming

and v = 2
Un+1 Un+1

a =

H ={(z,zn41) : Tnt1 < a— (v,2)}.

We have

volut1 (H™ Nepi()) = o max{0, o — (z,v) — ¢¥(z)}dz.

It follows that

epi(vs) = ﬂ {(x,xn_H) P Xpy1 > a— (x,v) and
(e,0)

max{0,a — (z,v) — ¢(z)}dx <6 ew(z)d:v} .
Rn Rn

12



Since epi(¥s) = {(x, Tn41) : Tng1 > VYs(x)}

Ys(x) = sup a — (v, x)

(v,)

where
/ a— (v,z) —p(x)de < 0 e Y@y,
n Rn
We show now that it is enough to consider those («,v) with equality in the latter inequality.
Let us observe that if there is ag such that

0< max{0, ap — {x,v) — Y(x)}dx < § e ¥ (34)
Rr R"

then there is a; with

max{0, o1 — (z,v) —(x)}dx =6 [ e Y. (35)
R™ Rn

We verify this. The convexity of ¢ implies that by ([B4]) the integral

max{0,a — (z,v) — ¢ (z)}dx (36)
R’n
is finite for all & > ap. Moreover, again by the convexity of ¢ the integral [B5) is continuous
w.r.t. a for a > ay.
Consider z¢ € int(dom(z))) and suppose that ¥ (zg) < ¥s(zo). Then there is («a, v) satisfying
B4) and we can conclude that there is (o, v) satisfying (3H).
If 5(xg) = ¥ (zg) then by the theorem of Hahn-Banach there is («, v) such that a— (v, xo) =
(o) and for all x € R™ we have a — (x,v) < ¢(x). O

Lemma 11. For all xo in the interior of the domain of v there are ug and a(ug) such that
(33) holds and

(o) = aluo) — (uo, o). (37)
Proof. By Lemma [I0] there are sequences (uy)72; and (ag)3, such that
1
Vs(20) = ar — (2o, uk) = Ys(z0) — % (38)

and for all k e N

max{0, a — (z,up) —Y(x)} =6 [ e Ydz.
Rn R"

We show that the sequences (||lur(zo)]|)72; and (ar(z0))5, are bounded. Then, by compact-
ness our lemma follows. Since x( is an interior point of the domain of ¥ there is p > 0 such
that BJ(zo,p) is contained in the domain of ¢ and ¥ (z) < ¥(xo) + 1 for x € B (zo,p). We
have

] e Vdr = max{0, ay — (x,ur) —Y(z)}dx
Rn R'Vl
> / max{0, ay — (x,ur) — ¥(z)}dx
BE (z0,p)
= / max{0, a — (xo + z,ur) — Y(xo + x) }dx
B3 (0,p)

> / max{0, ax — (xo, ur) — (z,ur) — Y(xo) — 1}dx
Bz (0,p)

13



By ([B8) the latter integral is bigger than
/ max{0, —(z, ur) + s(xo) — Y(x0) — 2}dx
B3 (0,p)
Since ¥s5(xg) > ¥ (xo) the latter integral is bigger than

max{0, —(z,ur) — 2}dx > / —(x,ug) — 2dx.

/19£l(07p>ﬁ{w:<w,uk>§0} B2 (0,p)N{z:(z,ur) <0}

The latter integral is getting arbitrarily large if the sequence (|jux|/)72 is not bounded. This
cannot be since all the integrals are bounded by ¢ fRn e Vdx.

By 8)

ar < ¥s(zo) + (o, uk) < ¥s(0) + [|zollllux|

Since the sequence (||lug||)52, is bounded it follows that the sequence ()32, is bounded from
above. In the same way we show that the sequence is also bounded from below. O

Theorem 1. Let f = exp(—v) be a function in LC and let 6 > 0. Then the floating operator
F: LC — LC with F(f) = fs5 is an affine covariant mapping.
The next corollary follows immediately from the theorem, together with Remark

Corollary 1. Let f = exp(—1) be be a function in LC and let § > 0. Then for all A € R,
9(fs), s(fs), Ag(fs) + (1 = N)s(fs)

are affine contravariant points.

We show first the affine invariance property. Recall the super-level sets G¢(t) = {z € R™ :
f(z) >t } of a function f, introduced in ([2). Now we also need the sub-level sets E,(t) for a
convex function ¢ : R™ — RU {oo}. For ¢ € R they are defined as

Ey(t) = {w € R" : () < t}. (39)
It’s clear that for the log-concave function f = e~%(*) the following identity holds,
Gy(t) = Ey(—logt). (40)

Lemma 12. Let ¢ : R® — R U {oo} be a conver function and let f = e~¥ be integrable and
nondegenerate. Let § > 0. Then we have for any A € A,

A(s) = (AY)s and A(fs) = (Af)s-

Proof. Observe first that for a convex but not necessarily bounded set C' € R™ with finite
measure m(C) and A € A one has

A(Cs) = (AC)s. (41)

Then note that it is enough to show that Ays = (Av)s. The statement about f = e~ % then
follows easily. To prove the assertion A(s) = (Av)s, we show that for all ¢ € R their sub-level
sets coincide, namely E4(y;)(t) = E(ay),(t). With @) we then deduce that

Ga(ss)(t) = Eaqps) (—logt) = Eay);(—logt) = Gap), (t),

which implies that A(fs) = (Af)s. Let t € R". We show now that E(y,)(t) = Eay),(t). On
the one hand

Eao(t) = {o€R™: Ays(z) <1} = {o € R : yy(Aa) < 1}
= ATy eR":hs(y) <t} = AT Ey(t).
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On the other hand, we show that E( 4y, (t) = A~ Ey,(t). For z = (z,y) € R" x R, we denote
by A the map

Az = Az,y) = (A y).
Then A1z = A~1(2,y) = (A 'z, y) and it is clear that
epi(Ay) = A~ (epi(v).

Thus by the definition of the floating set and ({Il),

epi((Av)s) = (epi(Ay))s = (A~ (epi(¥)))s = A ((epi(¥))s) = A~ (epi(vs)).

It follows that for all t € R,

(E(Aw)s(t)v t)
i )

= epi((Ah)s) N{x € R™ ! x4y =t} = A~ (epi(h5)) N {x € R™' : x4 = t}
= A (epi(¥s)) NA™ ({x € R i xpy = t})
= A7 [epi(s) N {x € R i x g = t}] = A7Y(EBy, (1),1) = (A7 By, (1), 1).

Next we show the continuity of the floating operator.

Proposition 2. Let ¢ : R" — RU {oo} be a convex function and let ¢, : R — R U {oo},
m € N, be a sequence of convex functions such that the sequence (fm)SS_; = (e ¥m)%_,
converges to f = e~¥ in Ly. Then, for every § > 0, the sequence ((fm)s)S_, converges to fs
m Ll.

Proof. By B1), (fm)s € Ly for all m € N and fs € L;. It suffices to show that the sequence
((m)s)2°_; converges pointwise a.e. to 5. Indeed, suppose this is true. Then the sequence
((fm)s)so_, = (e~ (Wmla)>_  converges to f5 = e~ ¥s pointwise a.e.. The assumption that the
sequence (fm)5o_, converges to f in Ly implies lim,, o0 [ fm(z)dz = [ f(z)dz and implies by
Lemma [8 that the sequence (f,,)%_; converges to f pointwise a.e.. Moreover, we have for all
m e N

(fm>6 — ef(wm)5 S 67"1"711 — fm

The generalized Dominated Convergence Theorem (e.g., [34] p. 59, exercise 20) then yields

lim (fm)s(z)dx = fs(x)dx
R"

m—00 Jpn
and Lemma [0l that the sequence ((fi)s)20_; converges to fs in Lj.
Since the sequence (fi,)5%9_, converges in L to f, the sequence also converges pointwise to
f on the interior of the support of f. Therefore the sequence (¢,,,)°_; converges pointwise to

1) on the interior of the domain of .
We show that for all zp in R™ \ d dom ),

lim (t)5(0) = (o). (42)

m—r oo

The case z9 € R™ \ dom ) is easy: 9(xg) = 0o and limy,— o ¥m (o) = ¥(x0). Since ¥(zg) <
Ys5(z0) and Y (z0) < (¥m)s(w0) we get

Ys(z0) =00 = lim (¢m)s(x0).

m—r oo
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Now the case ¢ € int(dom ). We show first that for all zo in the interior of the domain of v,

lim inf (¢, )5 (20) > (o). (43)

m—o0
If 1s(x0) = ¥(z0) then

bs(x0) = (o) = lm (o) < liminf(y)s(zo).
Therefore, we can now assume that for some € > 0

(o) + € < Ps(wo). (44)

Let « be defined by [B3) for the function ¢ and for m € N let a,,, be defined by (B3) for the
function ¥y,. By Lemmal[lT] there is (ug, a(up)) such that ¢s(zo) = a(ug) — (ug, zo). Therefore,

(Ym)s(wo) = Sup am(u) — (u, zo) > am(uo) — (uo, To).

In order to show ([@3)) it is enough to show

lim o, (uo) = a(ug). (45)

m—r oo

We do this. By definition [B3]) of «,,, we get for all m € N

4] e Vmdy = max{0, am (1) — (z,uo) — Ym (x) }dx. (46)
R" R"

Since (e~¥™),,en converges in Ly to e ¥

) e %dr = lim § e Ymdx.

Rn m—oo R
By (E0)
4] e Vdr = lim max{0, am (uo) — (z,uo) — Ym (x) }dx. (47)
Rn m—0oo Jpn

We justify that we can interchange limit and integral. At this point we know that lim,, — oo ¥, ()
(), but we do not know that lim,,_,cc am (o) exists. We want to apply the Dominated Con-
vergence Theorem. We prove now that there is a dominating, integrable function. For this, it
is enough to show that there exists R > 0 and ¢ > 0 such that for all m € N and for all z € R"

max{0, am (ug) — (@, u) — Y ()} < clppy. (48)
The first step towards that goal is to show that there is R > 0 such that for all y € R™ and all

m € N with am,(uo) — (y, uo) > ¥m(y) we have that ||y| < R. Suppose that is not the case,
i.e., for every £ € N there are my and y,,, such that ||ym,| > ¢ and

Uy (10) = (Y 0) = Yy, (Y, )- (49)
In fact, we may assume that
Jimn g || = oo (50)

and that the sequence ||ym, ||, ¢ € N, is monotonely increasing. First consider the case: There
is a subsequence my,, ¢ € N, such that for all i € N

¥s(0) < tm,, (uo) — (o, uo)- (51)
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To keep notation simple we denote this subsequence of a subsequence again by m;, ¢ € N. There
are p > 0 and My such that for all m;, i € N, with m; > M

BS+1<(wo,¢(wo)+§) P ) (52)

luoll
C epithm, N{(2,5)|s < am, (20) = (,u0)} = {(z,8)[m, (x) < 5 < am, (20) = (2, u0)}-

We may assume that max{p, Hu—pol\} < § where € is given by (@4). We prove (52)). Since
xo € int(dom(e))) we can choose p > 0 so small that B (xo, m) is a compact subset of
int(dom(v)) and, by continuity of ¢, for all x € B (xo, m)

€

[$e0) - ¥(@)| < 55 (53)

Moreover, by Lemmal[8 the sequence (¢, ) men converges uniformly on BY (o, m) to 1. There-
fore there is M; such that for all m > M; and all z € B (xo, m)

€

- m T 54
0(@) ~ tn(a)] < = (54)
where € is given by ([#4). We show that for all ¢ € N with m; > M
By (w0, v(w0) + 5 ) . 7) € epitom. (55)
Indeed, let (z,s) € By (20,4 (z0) + §), £). Then
€
[:9) = (w0 0o+ 5) = 7
which implies
’s—@[}(xo)—g < i. (56)
Therefore
Plwo) + 7 < 5 < Plwo) + Te (57)

Y (&) = 75 < () < Ylao) + 15 <5 - e

and thus ¢, (x) < s which means that (z,s) € epit,,, and we have shown (B5). On the other
hand, by (@) and (5I) we have for all i € N

Y(20) + € < aum, (uo) — (To, uo)-

By (B7) it follows for all i € N and (z, s) € By ((zo, ¥ (o) + &), £)

S+

IN

am, (uo) — (To, uo) < am, (uo) — (x,u0) + (T — 0, uo)

P

< am,(uo) = (T, u0) + [Juoll[lz — xo]|-
Since p < § and ||ug||||z — zo|| < p we have for all i € N and (z,s) € Byt! ((zo, ¥(z0) + 5), %)

s < agm, (ug) — {x, up).
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Thus we have established (52]). Now we observe that for all i € N with m; > M;
Umi> Ymi(Ym,)) € epitm, N{(z,5)[s < am, (uo) — (x, uo)}- (58)
Indeed, for all i € N we have (ym,, Ym,; (Ym,)) € epit,, and by (@3I)
o, (o) = (Y, s w0) = Vm, (Ym,)-
Therefore, by convexity, (52) and (G8) we have for all i € N

.35 ( (a0 00) + ) 725 )

ol
C epithn, N (2, 8)[s < i, (u0) = (,u0)} = { (2 8) by, (2) < 5 <ty (110) — (2, u0) -

Consequently

o e~ Vmide = Vol ({(x,8)[tm, (2) < 5 < am, (uo) = (z,u0)})

o voln(Bg) H ( e)H
> 220 Wy s Y (Y ) — (20, €
~ uol® n+1 (Ymi s Ym, (Ym, ) — (2o, ¥ (@0) + 5

p" vol, (BY
> Mnym — 2.

[uol|™  n+1

Since the sequence ||ym,||, ¢ € N, is unbounded we arrive at a contradiction. Thus we have
settled the case (BII).

We assume now that (5I)) does not hold, i.e. we suppose that for all £ € N, except for finitely
many,

Qm, (u0) — (20, u0) < Ys(wo) = a(ug) — (2o, uo). (59)

In particular, for all ¢ € N, except for finitely many,
m, (ug) < a(ug). (60)

Let r be any positive number. By assumption (50) there is My such that for all £ with m, > My
we have ||Ym,|| > 7. We consider for all £ with my > My

T T
Zmp = ——Ym, + (1 - —) 0. (61)
2] A l[ym |l

Then for all ¢ with m, > M
2m. |l <74 ||lzoll-

Therefore, by compactness, there is a subsequence (Zmei)iEN that converges

zo = lim 2,
71— 00 v

and
|20l <7+ [|lzoll-

For ease of notation we denote the subsequence (2, Jien by (2m, )ien. There is p with 0 < p <
Zlluo|| such that

Bg+1<(x0,¢(xo)+§) ”) (62)

" uoll
C epivy N {(x,8)[s < a(uo) — (z,up)} = {(x, 8)[(x) < 5 < aluo) — (&, uo)}.
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This is shown in the same way as (B2)). Moreover, let x.,,, i € N, be given by
r r
zo_—yi+<1——)xi. (63)
lym. 17 lym, 1) "
Then

r
20 — Zm; = 1——) (Tm; — o).
( [[Yom

Since zp = lim; 00 Zm,; it follows g = lim;_,co Tm,;. Since xzg is in the interior of the domain
of ¢ there is a > 0 such that B (x¢,«) is a compact subset of the interior of the domain of
1. The sequence (¢, )men converges uniformly to ¢ on BY (zg, ). Therefore, for every ¢ > 0
there is My so that for all m > My and all z € B (zg, @)

€

[9(2) — Ym(@)] < &

Since v is continuous at x there is 7 > 0 such that for all x € By (xg,7n)
€

[9z0) = 9@ < 5

We may assume that 7 < a. Therefore, for all x € BY (xg,n) and all m > M,
€
o) — ()] < 5.
It follows that there is M3 such that for all i > M;

W)(IO) - 1/)mi (Iml)

< % (64)
By [@3) and (@0)

a(uo) - <u07ymi> > thm, (yml) (65)
Moreover, by (@) and (G4)

(1) = (0, 30) = 5(w0) = ¥(w0) + € = Yim, (am,) + 5.

There is My such that for all ¢ with m; > My we have |lug||||zo — Zm,|| < §. Therefore, for all
1 with m; Z M4

a(uo) — (w0, Tm;) = alug) — (uo, o) + (U0, To — Tm,)

€
> a(uo) = (o, 20) — [[uollllzo = @m,l| = Ym, (@m,) + 7. (66)

By (63)

r r
a(uo) — (20, u0) = HZJ—»(Q(UO) — (U0, Ym,)) + (1 - ||y—> (a(uo) = (w0, T, ))-
By ([63), (66]) and the convexity of v there is M5 such that for all ¢ with m; > M;
r r €
a(uo) = (20, u0) > 7 Um,; (Ym,) + (1 - —) Um; (Tm,) + = ) > %m, (20).
”ymH ”yml ( 4>

By this and (62])

[0, ¥, (20)), By (w0, 0(w0) + 5 ) 1) | € epithm, 01 {(, ) a(uo) = (uo, 20) > s}.
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This implies

6 [ e mide = vl ({(2. )i, () < 5 < 1(u) — (w0, 0)))

> _ n+1 £ > P VOolnlBs _ _
2 volug (20, Y (20)), BE T (0, 0w0) +5) ) | 2 e =222 20 — ol

By (61) we have ||z9 — zo|| = r. Since r was arbitrary this cannot be. Thus we have shown that
there is R > 0 such that for all m € N and all x with ||z|| > R

max{0, am, (ug) — (z,ug) — Ym(x)} = 0.

Thus we have shown part of [@8)): The support of this function is contained in RBY.
We show now that there are constants v, and 79 such that for all m € N we have

7 < o (uo) < 2. (67)

We show the left side inequality first. Assume it does not hold. By Lemma [J] there is ¢; € R
such that for all m € N and all x € R",

1 < (). (68)
Therefore, for all © € Bf(R) and all m € N

max{0, am (uo) = (x, o) = Ym(2)} < max{0, am(uo) + ||z [luoll — c1}
< max{0, am (uo) + R||uol|| — c1}

Since we assume that the left side inequality does not hold there is m such that for all x € R™
max{0, am, (uo) — (z,u0) — Ym(x)} = 0.

This implies fR" e ¥mdxr = 0 and this contradicts ([@6). Now we show the right side inequality
of ([67). Assume it does not hold. Consider zy € int(dom())). There are p > 0 and s¢ such
that there is M5 so that for all m > Ms

BY (w0, 50), p) C epith,.

For sufficiently big m we have

By ((wo, s0), p) € epithm N{(z,5)|s < i (uo) — (o, z)}.

Therefore, for sufficiently big o, (uo)

(0, o (o) — (w0, u0)), B (20, 50), p)] € epithm N{(w, )]s < am(uo) — (uo, x)}.

This implies

IN

epitm N {(2, 8)|s < am(uo) — (uo, 7)}

= ¢ e VYmdz.
R’Vl

p" vol, (B3| am (uo) — (o, uo) — So

Since the sequence (am,(ug))men is not bounded from above this cannot be true. We have
shown ().

We show that lim;, 00 @ (uo) exists. Suppose that there are two subsequences (v, (u0)) 52,
and (ag; (uo))52,; with

lim ap; (uo) = a < b= lim ay, (up).
J—o0 J—0
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We apply the Dominated Convergence Theorem to the sequence max{0, o, (uo) — (x,u0) —
U, (x)}, € N We have limy, ;00 ¥ (z) = ¥(z) a.e. and by @8) a dominating function.
Therefore

lim max{0, o, (uo) — (2, u0) — Ym, (x)}dx = /Rn max{0,a — (x,ug) — Y (x) }dx

j—oo Jrn
and
lim max{0, o, (ug) — (x,u0) — Y, (x) ydr = max{0,b — (x,ug) — ¥ (x)}dx.
J—00 JRrn R™

By (@4)

5/n e Vdr = max{0,a — (x,up) — ¥ (z)}dx

Rn

- / a— {z,u0) — Y(x)de
a>(x,uo)—(x)

< / b— (x,ug) — P(x)dx <4 e Vdx
> (w,u0) = (@) R

This is a contradiction. Therefore a = b and the sequence (a, (ug))oo_; converges. By [A8) we
can apply the Dominated Convergence Theorem

] - e Vdr = /n max {0, li_r)n am (ug) — (z,up) — 1/1(3:)} dx.

m—00

It follows that lim,, 0o aum (o) = a(up) and we have shown ([E) and consequently (@3]).
Now we show that for all xy in the interior of the domain of ),

lim sup (¢ )s(zo) < ¥s(xo).

If
lim jup(wm)a(l’o) < 9Y(x0) (69)
then

lim sup (¢ )s(z0) < 9 (z0) < 1s(x0).

m—r oo
Therefore we may assume that (69]) does not hold, i.e. there is € > 0 such that
lim sup(m)s (0) > € + (o). (70)

m—roo

By Lemmal[ITl there are u,, and ayy, (uy,) such that (¢m)s(20) = @m (tm) — (Um, zo). We show
that the sequences oy, (um), m € N, and ||un,||, m € N, are bounded. As a first step we show
that am, (tm) — (To, um), m € N, is a bounded sequence. Suppose this is not true. Since zg is an
interior point of the domain of v there is p > 0 such that B (xq, p) is compact and is contained
in the interior of the domain of . Then the sequence v.,,, m € N, converges uniformly on
B (x0, p) to 1. Therefore there is My such that for all m > My and all € B (zo, p)

(@) = vm(@)] <

and by continuity of ¢ in zg

(o) = ()| < <.
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Therefore for all m > My and all x € B (zo, p)
€
[P(z0) — Pm(z)| < >
Therefore, for all m with m > M,
epi m N {(z, 5)[s < am (tm) — (Um,z)}

={(@,9)[Ym(r) < s < am(uo) — (um, )} (71)
2 {(LL',S)|||£L' - ‘TO" <p and ¢(x0) +e<s< am(um) - <£L',’U,m>}.

We obtain for all m such that m > My and such that € + ¥ (o) < am(um) — (To, Um)
epitm N{(2; 8)[s < am(um) = (um, )}
2 [(20, m (um) = (xo, um)), { (@, P (x0) + €)| [lz — 2ol < p, (x = x0,um) < 0}].

Indeed, this follows by adding the inequalities e+ (z) < apm (tm ) — (To, um) and (x—2x0, Um) <
0. The set

{(z,¢(x0) + )] [lz — ol <p and (z —zo,um) <0}
is half of an n-dimensional Euclidean ball. Therefore for all m such that m > M, and such
that € + ¥ (zo) < am(um) — (To, Um,)

1) e Vmdy = vol,+1(epi v N{(z, 8)|s < am(tm) — (Um, x)})

R’Vl
> ol ({(2,8)] [ — ol < p and (z0) + € < 5 < (1) — (@ 1))
> Y BE) ) (20, tm) — m(0)].

2(n+1)
Therefore the sequence am, (Uum) — (Zo, Um), m € N, is bounded.
We show that the sequence ||up, ||, m € N, is bounded. By () there is My such that for all
m Z MQ
epi m N {(z, 5)[s < am (tm) — (Um,z)}
2 {(z,8)[llz — xol| < p and Y(xo) +€ <5 < am(um) — (@, tum)}-
We consider the point

T=T9) — —Um-
[t |

We have
U (Um) — <:vo - ”u—p”um,um> = am(Um) = (20, Um) + pltm].
Therefore, for all m with m > My and with a,, (um) — (T, Um) + pl|lum|| > ¥(xo) + €

Dt N {(2, )]k, (tm) — {2, ) > 5}
> [(0 = ot im) = (o) + sl )
{(z,9(x0) +€)| [z =0l <p and (z —x0,um) < O0}].
It follows for all m with m > My and with a,, (um) — (@0, Um) + pllum|] = P(x0) + €

) e~V mdr = vol, 11 (epithy, N {(x, 8)|am (Um) — (2, Upm) > s})
RTL

" P [ |

2(n+1)

p

> m VOln(Bg”am(Um) - <$07Um> + p||um|| — 1/)(;50) _ €| >

vol, (B3).
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Therefore the sequence ||uy,||, m € N, is bounded.
Therefore, by passing to a subsequence we may assume

Bm o, () = (%0, Um,;) = M SUP o (Um) — (20, Um)

Jj—oo m—00
and
lim wy,, = vo, and lim (U, ) = B.
j—o0 j—o0
Then
1) e Ymidy = max{0, am; (Um;) = (T, Um;) — Ym, (z)}dx.
Rn R'Vl

Since the sequence fn,, m € N, converges in L; to f we have lim;_,o [p. e ¥mi = Jan e
Thus by Fatou’s lemma,

] e ¥dx = liminf max{0, am; (Um;) = (2, Um;) — Ym, (z)}dx
Rn J R”

Y

J

/n lim inf (max{0, m, (Um,) = (%, Um,) — Vm, (z)}) dz

= max{0, 8 — (x,vo) — P(x)}dx.
Rn

This means

Ys(xo) > B — (xo,v0) = Jlglélo (U ) = (Umy z0)

= limsup am (um) — (zo, Um) = limsup(¢,, )s(xo).
m—r o0 m—r o0

Hence

Ys(xo) > B — (x0,v0) = Jlgxolo (am]. (tm; ) — (o, um].>) = lim sup (wmj)é (x0)-

j—oo

5 The Lowner function of a log-concave function

The Léwner function of a log-concave function was introduced in [54]. It was also shown there
that this is an extension of the notion of Lowner ellipsoid for convex bodies. The Lowner
function is defined as follows.

Definition 5. [57] Let f : R* — R*t, f(2) = e ¥®) be a nondegenerate, integrable log-concave
function. Then the Lowner function L(f) of f is defined as

L(f)(x) = e~ IMovlito, (72)

where (Ao, to) = (To + ao, to) is the solution to the minimization problem

t
i M4zl g = plvol(BE) min ——— 73
B €1 = o) i )
subject to
|Az| — t < ¢(x), for all x € R", (74)

where the minimum is taken over all nonsingular affine maps A=T +a € A and all t € R.
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It was shown in [54] that the minimization problem (73] subject to the constraint condition
([@4) has a solution (A, ty) where the number ¢ is unique and the affine map Ay is unique up
to left orthogonal transformations. Thus the Lowner function is well defined.

A different definition of Lowner function was put forward in [3]. However, this Lowner
function is not an affine covariant mapping. It is not translation invariant.

Theorem 2. Let f = exp(—) be a function in LC. Then the Lowner operator L : LC — LC,
mapping f to its Léwner function L(f) (79), is an affine covariant mapping.

The next corollary follows immediately from the theorem, together with Remark

Corollary 2. Let f = exp(—1) be a function in LC. Then for all A € R,

g(Lf), s(Lf), Ag(Lf)+ (L= N)s(Lf)
are affine contravariant points.

We remark that the centroid g(Lf) of the Lowner function of f was called the Léwner point
of I(f) of f in [54].

Lemma 13. Let ()55, be a sequence in LC' that converges in Ly to the log-concave function
f € LC. Let (T, bm,tm), m € N, be the minimizers for fp,, m € N, and let (T,b,t) be the

minimizer for f. Then the sequences (|| Timllop)se_1, (1bm)oo_y, and (t,)55_1 are bounded.

Proof of Lemma[I3. By assumption, 0 € int(supp(f)). Thus ¢(0) < oco. We consider the
convex set

{alp(@) < ¥(0) +2}.
Since e~ ¥ is integrable, {z[i(z) < ¢(0) + 2} is bounded. By Lemma [ there is t € R, p > 0
and mg € N such that for all m > mg and all z € R™

ot < (114, ™

We first show that the sequence (t,,)3°_; is bounded. Since 0 is an interior point of the support
of f there are oy and ¢ > 0 such that B5(0,¢) is contained in the interior of the support of f

and such that for all = € B5(0, 9)

(o) < <w(0) + %) s 00

By Lemma [ the sequence (,,)2°_; converges uniformly to ¢ on all compact subsets of the
interior of the domain of . Therefore we can choose m so big that |1, (z) — ¥(z)| < § for all
x € BY(0,d). We have for all z € B5(0,0)

—tm < | Tz + b)) || =t < U (z) < ¥(0) +

=

: (76)

From this inequality it follows immediately that the sequence (t,,)2°_; is bounded from below.
Moreover, it follows that for all y € B (0, 3) we have

b t 1
T -m _m o 3)
H <y+ 4)H 0 _4(1/1(0)+4)
Therefore for all x € BQ(—%bm, %)

3 0 3
| T (2 + b)) =t < —Stm+ ¥(0) L3
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and

3 0 3
exp (Ztm - # - E) < exp(—||Tm(x + b)) + tm)-

It follows

/n exp(— || T (2 + by)|| + t)da > /

3. w3 J( 3, 0
Zexp (Ztm_T — E) VOln <B2 ( 4bm;4>)

e (B -0 3 (Y oy,

Let I, be the n X n identity matrix. (7)) implies that (%In, 0,t) satisfies (74) for f,, = e~¥m,
m € N. Since (T}, by, tm) is the minimizer for f,, = e~ ¥m

1
/ exp(— || T (@ + bp)|| + tm)dz < / exp (—;|x|| + t) dzx. (77)
n RTL

3 0 3 S\" 1
exp (Ztm SEU E) (1) vol,(B5) < [ exp (—;naw + t) d.

It follows that the sequence (t,,)5o_; is bounded from above. Since we know already that the

sequence (ty,)>_; is bounded from below it is bounded.
Now we show that the sequence (b,,,)2°_; is bounded. By (76) we have for all = € B} (0, 9)

m=1

[Tz + b || =t < (@) < 9(0) + 5. (78)

Therefore

Since the sequence (£,,)5°_; is bounded from above there is a constant ¢ > 0 such that for all

x € BY(0,9) and all m € N
[T (2 + bm)|| < c. (79)

Therefore, for all A € [0,1], for all x € BF(0,d) and all m € N
[T Az + b)) < c.
It follows that for all m € N and all z € co[0, BY (b, d)]
[T (2)]| < c.

By this and (77) there is a constant ¢’ > 0 such that for all m € N
1
/ exp (——|x|| + t) dx > / exp(— || T (@ + b)|| + tm)dz
R" P R™
—e [ exp(-Tu)dy = e [ exp(—c)dz

co[0,BE (bm ,9)]
> exp(—c + ') vol, (co[0, BY (b, 5)]).

We have 1
voly, (co[0, By (b, d)]) > E”bm” st voln,l(Bgfl)

and consequently

1 1
/ exp (——||:C|| + t) dx > —||bm|| gt VOln_l(Bg_l).
R~ P n
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Therefore the sequence (||by,||)$°_; is bounded.
Now we show that the sequence (||T)n]|op)ie—; is bounded. By ([9)) there is ¢ > 0 such that
for all x € By (9)
[T (z + bm) || < c.
In particular for z = 0,
[T (bm) || < c.

By triangle inequality, for all x € B(9)
[T (@) < ¢+ 1T (bm) || < 2¢.

Therefore

2c
5
Altogether we have shown that that the sequences ()51, (||bm])2_; and (|| T llop)5o_; are
bounded.

[ Tmllop < (80)

Lemma 14. Let f € LC with minimizer (T,b,t). Let C, k € N, be compact subsets of
int(supp(f)) such that Cy, C Cry1 for k € N and

int(supp(f)) = U Ck.
keN
For alle k € N the functions f - 1¢, are in LC. Let (T, bk, ti) be the minimizer for f-1¢, =
e ¥1¢,. The sequence (L(f -1¢, )3, converges in Ly to L(f).

Proof. By Lemma [I3] the sequences (T%)7° ;, (br)52; and (tx)32, are bounded. We show that
lim (T, br, ti) = (T,0,1).
j—o00

Suppose this is not the case. Then there are two convergent subsequences that converge to
different limits. We show that all convergent subsequences (Tk;,bx;,tx;) converge to the same
limit, the minimizer (T',b,t) of f = e~ Y.
We have

f@)le,(z) < f(z) < exp(=||T(z + b)|| +1).
Therefore, for all k € N

etk et

< .
|det Ty| — |detT]

This implies

tr.
ek et

li < .
jooo [det Ty, | = [detT]

On the other hand,

fla@) < lim exp(= T, (o + b + ).
This implies
et et
lim = .
j—oo |det Ty,|  |detT]

By the uniqueness of the minimizer of f we get

lim (Tkj7bkj7tk7j) = (T,b,t).
j—00

This implies that L(f - ¢, (2)) = e~ 1T @tbe)li+te; _y 1) () = e~ IT@HDIH pointwise and
hence in L; by Lemma [ O
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Lemma 15. Let 1, : R” = RU{oo},m € N, be a sequence of convex functions that converges
pointwise to a convex function . Moreover, let A : R™ — R™ be an affine map and t € R such
that for all x € R™

Y(z) > [|Az]| —t.

Then for every € > 0 and every h € R, h > min,egn ¢¥(x) + € there is mg € N such that for
all m with m > mg and all x with ||Az||—t < h

Ym(z) = [|Az] -t —e. (82)
The minimum mingeg» ¥(z) exists since e~¥ is integrable.
Proof. Let € >0 and h € R with h > min, ¢ (z) + €. Let « be such that
|Az|| —t < h.
For this fixed ¢, there is positive n > 0 such that
{y:[Ayll =t <h} 2{y: Ay —t <h—e}+nBy.

By Lemma 6 we have that
Ey,,(s) = Ey(s)

in Hausdorff metric for all s > min, ¢. Since h —e > min, ¢(x) there exists m; = mq(h,n) € N
such that for all m > my,

{idm(y) <h—e} C {y:¢(y) <h-—e}+nBy
C {y: Ayl -t <h—e}+nBy C{y:|[|Ayll -t < h}.

Let x be such that ||Ax| — ¢ < h. If also z is such that
z ¢ {z: (@) <h—e}+nBy,
we then have that for all m > m;
ze({y:v(y) <h—et+nB3)° C{y:dm(y) <h—e}”
That is, ¥m (z) > h — € for all m > m;. Hence
Ym(x) >h—e> ||Az|| —t—¢

for all m > m;.
Otherwise assume that x is such that

re{y:(y) <h—e}+nBy.

Since 1 is lower semi continuous and since e~¥ is integrable the set {z : ¥(z) < h — €} is a
compact subset of dom(v) and so is the set {z : ¢(x) < h — e} + nBY. Thus by Lemma 10(ii)
we have that {¢,, }5°_; converges uniformly to ¢ on {z : ¥(x) < h — e} + nBY. Hence for the
same ¢ there exists my such that whenever m > mso,

Ym(T) > P(z) — €

for all x € {x : Y(x) < h —e} +nBY. Since ¢(z) > ||Az| —t for all z € R, we have that on
{z :¢Y(z) < h—e} 4+ nBY, whenever m > mag,

Y (@) > (x) — e > | Az]| —t —e.

Finally, let mg = max{mi, ma}, we have (82). O
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Lemma 16. Let 1, : R” = RU{oo},m € N, be a sequence of convex functions that converges
pointwise to a convex function 1. Suppose that for all x € R™

() > [T (z + D) —t. (83)
Then for every € > 0 , there is mo € N such that for all m with m > mgy and all x € R™
Ym () =2 (L=e)|IT(z+0)| -t —e. (84)

Proof. By Lemma [IH for all € > 0 and all h with 2 > min,ern 1(2) + & there is mg such that
for all m > mg and all x € R™ with |[T(x +b)|| -t < h

Ym(z) 2 | T(z+b)[| -t —e (85)

We choose h so that

thax{1+|t|,w(E_b)—|—1—t—5}. (86)

We consider now those z € R™ with ||T'(x 4+ b)|| — ¢t — ¢ = h. The point (—b,1)(—b) + €) is an
element of all the epigraphs of v, for m > mg by the pointwise convergence of {1, }5°_; to 1.

Also, we claim that there is m; such that for all m > m; all points (x, h) with ||T'(z +b)|| —
t — e = h are not an elements of the epigraphs of 1,,,. By Lemma 6 we have that

{z:¢m(x) < h} = {z:¢(x) <h}
in Hausdorff metric as m — co. Thus for every 1 > 0 there exists m; such that when m > m;
{z:Ym(x) <h}C{x: (@) <h}+nBy C{z:||T(x+0b)|| -t < h}+nB3.
We can choose n > 0 small enough so that
{2 p(x) <h} C{z: [|[T(x+b)|[| -t < h+ 5}

Therefore, for all (z, h) with [|T'(z+b)|| —t —e = h and all m > my we have ¢, (z) > h. Hence
(x,h) with ||T(x + b)|| —t — & = h is not an element of the epigraphs of ,, for m > m;.

By convexity, no element of a ray emanating from (—b,1(—b) + €) through x beyond z is
an element of any of the epigraphs of v, for m > max{mg, m1}. Let C(¢)) be the cone with
apex (—b,1%(—b) + ¢) and generated by the set of all z with || T'(z + b)|| — ¢t — e = h. Then

epi(P) N{z € R™ ™ 2,1 > B} C O(¥).

The boundary of the cone C(v)) is the graph of the map

P(=b) +¢)
1—-———— | ||T b =b .
(1= 250D I+ )l + ()4
Indeed, this expression takes the value ¢(—b)+e¢ for + = —b and for all  with ||T'(z+b)||—t—e =
h we get
P(=b) +¢)
1——— ) |T b —b =h+t+e.
(1- 5522 ras o)l 4 vty e =t
Therefore, for all z with | T(z + b)|| —¢t —e > h and all m with m > my

P(=b) +¢)

V(@) 2 (1_ httte

> IT(z+b)|| + ¢(=b) + ¢.
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By ([B3) we have ¢(—b) > —t. Therefore for all z with ||T(z +b)|| — ¢ — & > h and all m with

m > mq
on(e) 2 (1= 202D 7t o) - o

and by (88 for all m > mg and all x € R” with [|T(z+b)|| -t < h
Ym () Z [ T(x+b)| -t —e.

Altogether we get for all z € R™ and all m > max{mg, m1}

P(=b) +e)
(@) > (1= B2 i b)) — e
o) = (1= S0 sy -1 -
If 1(—b) < 0 then
g
>(1—- ——— —t—e.
bn(@) 2 (1= s ) I o) ==
By ([B8) we have h > 1+ [t| and we get (&4]). va,/}(—b)z()weusehz¢(;b)—|—1—t—eand
obtain (84)). O

Proof of Theorem 2. By definition (Lf)(z) = e~ 40!+t where

/ e—nAown+to_mm{ / e—lAwthx:<A,t)eAxR,|Ax||—tsw<x>}. (&)

We show that for every affine map B we have B(Lf) = L(Bf).
B(Lf)(z) = e~ 40Bzll+to, (88)

On the other hand, L(Bf) arises from the solution to the following minimization problem,

min {/ e~ 14elHtay - (A1) € Ax R, ||Az|| -t < 1/)(B$)}

. 1 _|AB-! _
‘“““{| g Ly (A € Ax R 4B 1y||—tg¢<y>}
_ |deiB| e—||Aoy||+tody:/ o140 B0 gy
RTL n

The second last equality holds by (87)). This means that
L(Bf)(x) = e”IMoBelto = B(Lf)(),

where we have used (88) in the last identity.

Now we show the continuity of L. Let (Tp,bm,tm)So_; be the minimizers of f,, and
(To, bo, to) be the minimizer of f. By Lemma [[3] there are subsequences ()52, (bm;)524
and (ij )j’;l that converge to some g, bo and Ty. We want to argue now that £y = to, bo = bo

and Ty = Tp. For the ease of notation we rename the subsequence (f,,;)52, (bm,;)52; and
(ij);?il by (tm)?::h (bm)%ozl and (T )5e—1-
Let Cj, k € N, be compact subsets of int(supp(f)) such that Cy C Cy41 for k € N and

int(supp(f)) = | Ch-

keN

For alle k € N the functions f-1¢, arelog-concave and upper semi continuous. Let (To x, bk, to k)
be the minimizer for f - 1¢, = e ¥1¢,. The sequence (f - 1¢, )5S, converges in Ly to f. By
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Lemma [I3 the sequences (To k)52, (bo,k)5>; and (tox)5>, are bounded. Therefore, there are
convergent subsequences (To,;,bok;,tok;). We show that (Tox;,bo,x,,to,k,) converges to the
minimizer (Tp, bo,to) of f = e~ Y.
We have
f(@)le,(x) < f(z) < exp(—|[To(x + bo)|| + o).
Therefore, for all k € N

eto.k eto

< .
|det T07]€| - |det Tol

This implies
1. eto,k]‘ < eto
1m .
j—o0 |detT07kj| - |det T0|

On the other hand,
fz) < Jim exp(—|[Tox, (z + bok, )ll2 + to.k, ).

This implies
t(),kj et()
lim = .
j—o0 | det TO,kj | | det T0|

(89)
By the uniqueness of the minimizer of f we get

lim (To x,, bo.x;»to,k;) = (To,bo, to).
j—o0

We consider now f,, = e~ %™ with their minimizers (T b, tm) and the functions f, - 1¢,
with their minimizers (Tp, k, bk, tm,k). Since Cj is a compact subset of the interior of the
support and f is by Lemma [{] continuous on the interior of its support

0 < mi .
min f(z)

By Lemma [§ the sequence (fy,)5°_; converges uniformly on all compact subsets of the interior
of the support of f. For k we choose my so big that

. = Ntel < (min 70)) o

z€C}

It follows
@)1, < Joe o)+ min 1)) g < (14 5 ) o)t

zeCly,

and

zeCly 2k

Fu (@)l (1) > f()len(a) - (min f(:v)> E

vV
7N
—_
|
2=
~__
=
8
S~—
=

Q
kol
—~
8
N~—

With 1+t <eéf

1 1
)1, () < (14 5 ) So)en o) < xp (I TonCo +baa)] +tos + o1
and thus )
o)1y (@) < xp (= Taate+ b0l + s+ 57 ) (90)
Moreover

(1= 55 ) @ (0) < f (e o) 030 (=T bl + b )] + ).
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1
=1

With (1 — 55) 7t <1+ 5

1
)1y @) < 0 (=T + B )]+ o+ 5 )

By (@0) and (@)

1 1
ebmy b eto,kJrQ—k eto.k [ZET N ey s

e
< and < .
|detka,k| - |detT0,;€| |detT0,;€| - |detka,;€|
Therefore
s eto.k < etmy .k < Y eto.k
e 2r e2k —
|detT07k| - |detka7k| - |detT0,;€|
and by (89) of Lemma [I4]
etO etmk,k

— = lim ————.
| det T0| k—o0 | det ka,k|
Since fm, > fm, - Lc, we have
etmy, etmi .k

>
|det Ty, | — |det Thn, k]

and consequently
etO et”lk
——— <liminf ———
|det To| = k—oo |detT),

il

By Lemma [I6] for every € > 0 we can choose mg big enough so that for all m > mg
Um(x) 2 (1 =€) To(z +b)|| —to — e

Therefore
etm eto-‘ré

<
[det T| = (1 — €)7| det To|

and
etm eto

li < .
mesee et Tyn] — [det To|

By [@2) and ([@3) we get

tm et[)

e
lim su = .
ook Tdet Tpn| — [det To]

By the uniqueness of the minimizer of f we get

hm (Tm, bm7 tm) = (TO; bOa to)

j—o0

This implies that L(f,,)(x) = e~ 1Tm@+tbm)li+tn 5 [(f)(2) = e~ IT@E0I+E pointwise and hence

in L1 by Lemmal[§

6 The John function of a log-concave function

O

The John function of a log-concave function was first introduced in [2]. It is also recovered in

[54]. The definition is as follows.
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Definition 6. [2] Let f: R™ — R*, f(2) = e %) be a nondegenerate, integrable log-concave
function. Then the John function J(f) of f is defined as

J(f)(x) =to La,y =to Le;
where (to, Ag) € R x A is the solution to the mazimization problem

max{t|det A| : t < || f|lc, A € A} subject to t Lapy < f. (94)

It was shown in [2], and again in [54], that the maximization problem (@4) has a solution
(to, Ao) where the number ¢y is unique and the affine map Ay is unique up to right orthogonal
transformations. Thus the John function is well defined.

Remark. A different definition of John function was put forward in [46] which is also an affine
covariant mapping, We concentrate on the one given above. For the one in [40], it can be shown
similarly.

The following theorem is the main theorem of this section.

Theorem 3. Let f = exp(—v) be a function in LC. Then the John operator J : LC' — LC
mapping f to its John function J(f) is an affine covariant mapping.

The next corollary is again an immediate consequence of the theorem, together with Remark

Corollary 3. Let f = exp(—1) be a function in LC. Then for all X € R,
9(Jf), s(Jf), Ag(Jf)+ (1L =N)s(Jf)

are affine contravariant points.

The affine covariance property of the John function operator was established in Lemma 2.3 of
2].
Proposition 3 ([2]). Let A € A be a nonsingular affine map. Then J(Af) = A(Jf).

It remains to prove the continuity of the John function operator on the set of log-concave
functions LC. Before we do that, we introduce some notation. Let (f,,)5°_; and f be integrable
log-concave functions satisfying f,, — f in Ly. By Definition [l there are sequences (T,,)%°_;
in GL(n), (by)oo—y in R™, (tp)50—q in R and Ty € GL(n), by € R", ty € R such that

J(fm)(@) = tm 11, Byp4p,, ()  and  J(f)(x) = to L1, By+b, ().
We introduce notations J¢(b), J¢
Jp =to|det To| = max {t|detT|: T € GL(n),b e R",t € R,t Lyppip < f}
while for fixed b € R™,
Jy(b) = max {t|det T| : T € GL(n),t € R, tLppnyp < f}.

It’s clear that J; = max{J(b) : b € R"}. With these notations, the above assumptions read
Jy = Jg(bo) and Jy,, = Jy,, (bm), for all m. It was shown in the proof of Theorem 1 of [54] that

n -1 n -1
J¢(b) = nlvol(B3) (J(,)o(0)) = nlvol,(B3) (Js (b)),

where f° is the polar function of f with respect to b.
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Note also that if J(f) = to 17,8y +b,, the ellipsoid Ty By + by centered at by must be the John
ellipsoid of the convex body G¢(t9). Thus the most crucial step towards proving Theorem B3] is
to show that t,, — tg.

Proof of Theorem[3. By definition of the John function of f resp. f,, we have that to 1g, < f
resp. tm lg;,, < fmn. Let § > 0. We can assume that 0 € int (supp(f)). Then

(1—-0)&s C int (supp(f))- (95)

Moreover, (1 — )&y is a compact subset of the interior of the support of f. By Lemmal[8] the
sequence (f,)22_; converges uniformly on (1 —0) &y to f. Hence for all n > 0, all 6 > 0 there
exists mg such that for all m > my, for all z € (1 —9) &y,

(to —=n) La—s)e, (%) < f(2).

This and the definition of the John function imply that for all m > myg

(to — n)voly, ((1 —8)Er) < tpvol, (£, - (96)
It follows
tovoly, (&r) < liminf ¢,,vol, (Ey,, ). (97)
m—00
Therefore

0 < tovol,, (&f) < 1ir1§nftmvoln(5j'm) < limsupt,,vol,(Ey,,) <limsup || fmllz, < || fllz.-
m o0 m—r oo

m— o0

We put 2a = tgvol, (Ef). As || fllz, > 0, & > 0. We can choose 7 > 0 and ¢ > 0 small enough
so that
a < (to —n)vol, (1 —98)E&).

Therefore, for all m > mg, a < t,,vol, (&y,,). There exists R > 0 such that for all m € N,
&s,. C RBY. (98)

Suppose not. Then for all R > 0 there is m € N such that £, , g RBZ. There is p > 0 such
that 0 < f(B"(p))C fdx < &, where (BZ(p))¢ is the complement of Bf(p) im R™. On the other
2

10°
hand, for m > mg,

O<a§/ tm g, dr < fmdx
Rn R

and consequently

0<

[oar=gal= [

2

o[ o

< / tm g, dr < / fmdx.
B3 (p) B2 (p)

Then

(e «
|f_fm|2/ fm_/ fZ___:_-
(o) B2 (p) B3 (p) 2 10 5

2

This contradicts the fact that the sequence (fp,)22_; convergesin L; to f. Therefore (98] holds.
We assume now that the sequence (t,,1¢, )i5—; does not converge to tole, in Ly. Then the
sequence (t;,)pe_; does not converge to to in R or the sequence (1g; )oo_; does not converge

to g, in L.
If the sequence (t,)5;—; does not converge to to in R then there is a subsequence (tm;)32;
with

Vimde

33



Indeed, since 0 < t,, < ||fmllco and the sequence (|| finlloo)So_; converges to || f||eo the sequence
(tm)2°_, is a bounded sequence.

If the sequence (lg, )oo—; does not converge to lg, in Ly then there is n > 0 and a
subsequence (1¢ fmg )32, with

77</ |]lgf —]lgfm_|d$=VOln(5fm_Agf).
R™ J s
It follows that there is 7 > 0 such that for all j € N

ﬁ < dH(gfnlj ) gf)'

By ([@8) and by Blaschke’s Selection Principle there is a subsequence £ fm, that converges in the

Hausdorff metric o
lim 5j'mj =E#E; (100)

j—o0

and € is an ellipsoid. Altogether, there is a subsequence (tm,; e, );";1 such that
J

it Le,, =Tols (101)
pointwise where %o # to or £ # E;. Since t,,1¢ 5 < fm, it follows for all z € R™ \ dsupp(f)
toly = JILHQO T, ﬂsfm]. (z) < Jlggo fm; () = f(x).
Consider z € dsupp(f). If x ¢ & then
tolg(z) =0 < f(x).
If x € £ then there is a sequence (7,,)3°; C int(€) with
i o =

Then, by the upper semi Continuity of f
to = lim #ls < lim Tn) < f(x).
tO nh tO g(In) = nh f( n) y f( )

It follows
follg <7 (102)

By the definition of the John function
tovol, (£) < tovol, (&y). (103)

With @7) we thus get,

tovoly (£5) < liminf ¢, vol, (£y,) < lim t,,;vol, (5fmj) = tovol,,(£) < tovol, (Ef).

J—0o0

By the uniqueness we get tolg = tolg. O
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